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Introduction
The actions of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) have sparked global outrage,
not with human rights violations this time, but rather with the development of their intercontinental
ballistic missiles (ICBMs). However, this is no new issue to the agenda of the Security Council; in fact,
the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) has passed some 21 resolutions on issues specifically
concerning the DPRK – five were due to the Korean War. Nonetheless, 16 of those resolutions target the
development of the state’s nuclear and missiles programs which it has been aggressively developing
both under secrecy at time, and openly, since the program began in the early 80s after they first
launched a missile in 1984. Not much later after this, towards the later end of the 80s, they also begin to
develop several nuclear power plants and, purportedly, enter into the early stages of building their
first-ever nuclear weapon. This was the start of the DPRK’s turbulent history with international
agreements and the touchy subject that is nuclear power and weaponry.
There was a time where significant progress was made with the DPRK and they actually agreed
to enter into talks with member states and form agreements – known as the Six Party Talks that included
China, Japan, North Korea, Russia, South Korea, and the United States. However, that is no longer the
case post-2009. With today’s situation in which the DPRK has become almost completely uncooperative
and unwilling to take party in any form of talks since the Six Party talks fell apart. Furthermore they have
ignored the measures outlined in several UNSC resolutions requiring them to stop conducting missiles
tests, halt their program and return to the Nonproliferation Treaty (NPT). Consequently, this has led to a
number of economic sanctions, targeting key trade and exports, being imposed upon the DPRK by the
UNSC in the aforementioned resolutions. These actions were taken with hope of slowing the progress of
the their missile and nuclear programs by stopping the main sources of income that then go to fund
these programs – to little avail.
Under Article 41 of the United Nations Charter the UNSC does have the power to employ
measures not involving the use of armed force, but can call upon member states to enforce measures
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such as sanctions or other diplomatic incentives to incentivize other nations to comply. This topic
specifically focuses on the issue of non-proliferation, insinuating that we don’t’ necessarily need to
disarm the nation but merely begin to halt and curb their current program through the most effective and
appropriates ways possible. However, it would be the optimal solution to set in place some sort of
gradual system that both provides the DPRK with things they need as an incentive to allow inspections to
resume and then examine the prospect of the gradual denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula as a
whole.
Due to the rapid progression of this situation it is near certain that there will be several
developments that transpire between the writing of this report and the conference itself. This report has
been amended due to such an occurrence once thus far, after the launches on August 29th. The
information you will find below is accurate as of September 2nd, 2017. Please do check for the latest
actions by the DPRK in addition to what you read in this report.

Definition of Key Terms
Intercontinental Ballistic Missiles (ICBMs)
A ballistic missile is defined as “a missile guided in the ascent of a high-arch trajectory and freely
falling in the descent” by Merriam-Webster. They are considered to be intercontinental when the missile's
minimum range is greater than 5,500 kilometers, most of the missile's flight-path is spent outside of the
Earth’s atmosphere and they’re deployed through multi-stage rockets launched from land or at sea via
submarine. It is possible to deliver nuclear warheads amongst other types of explosives through this type
of missile.
The July 4th
  and July 28th tests by North Korea this year, 2017, were of ICBMs known by the
designation Hwasong-14. The tests were concluded to be rather successful, they did not pose any direct
threats to other nations due to their high-arched trajectory.
Not all long-range missiles are ICBMs. This is a very important distinction to make when writing
resolutions – an ICBM is a class of long-range missiles. See the following definition for the other main
class of ballistic missiles grouped under one name.
Theatre ballistic missiles
A theatre ballistic missile is defined by the US Missile Defense Agency as an inclusive class of
missiles that is subdivided into intermediate-range ballistic missiles (IRBMs), medium-range ballistic
missiles (MRBMs), short-range ballistic missiles (SRBMs) and tactical ballistic missiles (TBMs).
Essentially, all other types of ballistic missiles, apart from ICBMs, have very few differences other than
their differing ranges.
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The majority of the missiles that North Korea currently possesses fit into this class of missiles,
although there are now a few ICBMs that have both been tested or are under development (refer to Al
Jazeera in the extra reading sources). In addition, it’s also useful to note the payloads these missiles
have when evaluating the threat that they pose. Most commonly used are kilotons/megatons. A kiloton is
equal to 1000 tons of TNT, and a megaton is equivalent to one million tons.
Nuclear weapon
A nuclear weapon can be either a bomb or a missile that has a nuclear warhead attached with
the explosive element usually consisting of a fission reaction. North Korea may or may not possess the
technology yet to miniaturize a warhead to actually be small enough to fit onto a missile.
The theory of mutually assured destruction (MAD)
A military doctrine introduced during the Cold War purported that since both sides, the USA and
USSR alike, possessed enough nuclear weapons to ensure the complete annihilation of the other,
neither would actually engage each other. This essentially ensured that the weapons only acted as
deterrents and security measures that would discourage any provocative actions towards them.
Pre-emptive nuclear strike
The only way around the theory of mutually assured destruction would be to initiate a pre-emptive
nuclear strike against the opponent and target strategic weapon sites and control centres to attempt to
render those weapons useless. It is a flawed methodology as it’s basis rest purely on the element of
surprise, which would be very hard to maintain considering a nuclear weapon takes plenty of time to
launch and reach its target in which the opposition has time to respond.
Further, in the case of North Korea, a strike of such type would need to take out thousands of US
based missiles in covert locations – bearing in mind they may only have an estimated 60 warheads
themselves, at best.
Missile defence
Is the “means, techniques, and organizations devoted to preventing or minimizing the effects of
attack by guided missiles” according to the US Missile Defence Agency. Often done through using
hit-to-kill technology that targets their terminal phase or to otherwise disarm or defer the missiles impact.
Quite a number of nations have developed systems to do this on a national level as well as portable
systems, one of the most notable is US-designed Terminal High Altitude Area Defense (THAAD). The
THAAD system has been offered to the government of South Korea, yet, much controversy has arisen
over it and the government has halted its deployment after it angered the likes of China and – to no
surprise – the DPRK.
Non-proliferation
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The notion of stopping the spread and increase or something, in this case nuclear weapons or
other weapons of mass destruction, as well as reducing already existing weapons.

Background Information
In essence, this issue dates back to the very first use of a weapon of mass destruction by the
DPRK in 1984 under Kim Il-sung, although these early developments are far less crucial to the issue as it
is today. Below I’ll outline some of the major concepts, events and developments with a particular focus
to what happened with negotiations in 1994 and then recent action taken after post-2006 developments
ensued. The issue is quite complex and many different attempts were made to mitigate the global impact
of North Korea attaining weapons of mass destructions with steps in both the right and wrong direction.
The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)
The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty of 1968, according to the UNODA, is a treaty “whose
objective is to prevent the spread of nuclear 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 fact, it is the only piece of legislation that many states have
actually come together and mutually signed with regards to weapons of mass destruction, especially the
P5 members which are recognized as those that possess nuclear weapons. Technically, the DPRK was
a party to the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT) from the 12th of December, 1985, up until the 10th
of January, 2003. They are the only party to ever withdraw from the treaty. Then again, they never did
quite fully satisfy the requirements of the treaty and weren’t incredibly forthcoming with International
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspections of their nuclear facilities. In fact, in between 1991 and 1994
the DPRK nearly provoked an all-out war with the development of their nuclear weapons program. They
went so far as to threatened to pull out of the NPT entirely. However, with tensions high President Bill
Clinton send former-President Jimmy Carter to Pyongyang to negotiate the Agreed Framework in 1994,
which I’ll discuss further in a bit. Their participation in the treaty continued until the 10th of January, 2003,
at which point they did finally leave the NPT for good.
The IAEA
One of the major issues with the NPT is that the commitments states make are checked
and regulated by the IAEA. It is their job to set in place the safeguards and systems to properly
ensure that states are doing what they say they’re doing. However, in the case of North Korea,
they were unable to because they only inspected declared nuclear sites and weren’t given the
proper access needed. The entire NPT relies on the IAEA in order to function properly, otherwise
the legislation might as well not exist.
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Agreed Framework of 1994
In essence, the agreement consisted of an exchange for the DPRK to halt their program and
enjoy benefits of economic and political relations with the west, as well as to receive newer civil-use
reactors to replace the outdated reactors the nation had been using up to that time. As mentioned, during
the years leading up to 1994, there were many tensions that arose from the IAEA being denied the
proper access to their nuclear facilities in January of 1993. Due to the high levels of criticism they
received following these events the DPRK decided to issue threats claiming they would withdraw from
the NPT. However, the Clinton Administration made it clear that if their course of action did not change
they would inevitably cross a “red line” that would trigger the need to resort to military action.
Subsequently, this led to the DPRK agreeing to enter into bilateral negotiations with the U.S.A.
and suspend their withdrawal from the treaty for the time being. When negotiations ended up deadlock,
the DPRK actually removed plutonium rods from one of their reactors and as a result Clinton made the
decision to send in former-President Carter to Pyongyang to negotiate the terms of an agreement. In the
end, an agreement was reached and it became known as the Agreed Framework on October 21, 1994.
Essentially it said that the DPRK would dismantle their nuclear weapons program, and in exchange, the
USA would provide them with conventional fuel and two light-water reactors that could not produce
potential weapons-grade fuel, replacing their outdated graphite reactors. Yet, despite the agreement,
later reports found that the DPRK had managed to get 24 kilograms of plutonium from its fuel rods, U.S.
intelligence stated that was sufficient material for two to three 20-kiloton plutonium bombs to be made.
The spent fuel from North Korea's reactors were kept in a secure storage pond under IAEA supervision,
and it is believed that this was not an issue at the time.
Up until 2002 there was still signs that the DPRK intended to uphold major parts of the NPT and
there were no significant issues – publicly, at least. Later it emerged that US Intelligence had intel that
the DPRK had been constructing underground weapons plant to enrich uranium, a direct violation of the
NPT and Agreed Framework.
Major flaws and collapse of the agreement
In 2002, the agreement fell apart, and it was not wholly the fault of the DPRK not
upholding their end of the bargain. The USA was dragging their heels in delivering the promised
aid they had offered. The first light-water reactor was initially scheduled for completion in 2003,
however, at the time it was looking more like 2008 would be the real date. Simultaneously, of
course, the DPRK were still developing their program in secrecy. The Clinton administration had
also been the ones responsible for orchestrating the agreement, and the Bush administration was
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only ever waiting for an opportunity to abandon it. At this time the Bush administration confronted
the regime, instead of waiting for further intel, but also did not give up hope.
The 1998 missile test over Japan
Whilst the nuclear situation seemed to be somewhat under control for the time being after the
Agreed Framework was put in place, the missile program continued in secrecy. The DPRK launched
several missiles in the early 90s, but eventually stopped for some time following the events of 1994.
Then, on August 31, 1998, they test-fired a missile directly over Japan itself with the projectile landing in
the Sea of Japan. This called for global outrage, and compromised much of what had been agreed in
1994 Agreed Framework.
At this point it became evident that the DPRK had succeeded in increasing the range of their
missiles, this time with a Taepodong-1 missile. The rocket was a two-stage projectile, and unlike
previous attempts, this missile was able to make it across Japan entirely in what was called an
“extremely dangerous firing”. The South Korean Defense Ministry classified the missile as having
intermediate range with a maximum distance estimate of around 2,900 kilometers.
Initial 2006 missile and nuclear test
Just two short years after they left the NPT the DPRK resumed its missile testing, firing seven
missiles on July 5, 2006. Soon after they also conducted their very first underground nuclear test on the
9th of October, 2006. These actions, of course, did not go unnoticed and were followed by worldwide
condemnation and action from the United Nations Security Council (UNSC). Resolution 1695 was
passed and called for the suspension of the missile program, but more importantly on October 14,
Resolution 1718 was passed and begun what is now today a list of eight resolutions than continuously
expand and strengthen sanctions against the nation after the introduction of the UN Security Council
Sanctions Committee on North Korea.
July 28th missile test – an ICBM
Firstly, the precursor to this test was on the July 4th
 , when the DPRK tested a two-stage ICBM for
the first time that landed in the Sea of Japan. The missile reached a hit a maximum altitude of 2,802
kilometers and flew a total of 933 kilometers, landing it inside Japan’s exclusive economic zone (EEZ).
After this test it was thought the missiles range, Hwasong-14, was about 6,700 kilometers. However, the
more important and concerning test was the one carried out on July 28th.  This test confirms that they
have the technology of potentially reaching a range of 9,000 to 10,000 kilometers, depending on the
weight of the warhead, reaching the continental United States as I’ll talk about below. The Pentagon
confirmed the missile was airborne for over forty minutes and that it was, in fact, classified as an ICBM.
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After the the July 28  tests the United States and South Korea engaged in live fire exercises
around the Korean Peninsula. This included the flying of two supersonic B-1B jets over the Peninsula as
a show of strength and force. Furthermore, it seems as if nations are overall giving up on diplomatic
channels to resolve the issue and may very soon turn to military solutions – proving possibly detrimental
to all parties involved and other as well.
Currently the DPRK does not possess the network of satellites that it would need to enable the
use of GPS on its missiles and hence increase their target accuracy. This is something that they will
likely pursue in the near future as the missiles will have limited militarily use if they cannot be accurate.
Once again, between the writing of this report and the conference it is highly likely that were will
be at least one, if not more, launches by the DPRK which could show dramatic further improvements or
have no change at all. Little is known exactly about the program currently other than what North Korean
state-run news agency KCNA reports. All other information that is available is as a result of the analysis
of the observed missile tests by the foreign militaries of member states.

Figure 1: The most recent missile launches by the DPRK, as of the writing of this report. (The Washington Post)

Possible target area
What is known is that as of July the amount of possible targets that the DPRK could hit
have dramatically increased with the Taepodong-2 missile test. According to the MDAA, there
isn’t a lot of secrecy prior to its launch as it still requires a conventional launch pad. This means
that, through satellite or other surveillance, we’re able to tell before a missile of this magnitude is
going to be launched for a test. This is drastically different to most member states who possess
ICBMs that can be launched covertly from underground silos or from submarines at sea.
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However, like many other aspects of the program this is likely to change as smaller missiles that
the DPRK possesses to launch from silos – another matter of time and development. However,
the range that this enables these newest missiles to travel, irrelevant of the lack of secrecy,
allows them to potentially hit the North American continent, and hence, several major contiguous
US cities that are heavily populated. This, however, will come in the future development of the
Taepodong-2 missile which was not the one tested on July 28th.

Figure 2: Map of the possible strike ranges of current and potential DPRK missiles (Aljazeera)

Global reaction to the July 28th test
The most recent tests have invoked genuine concern for the rapidly developing missile
program in the DPRK, which now, more than ever, poses some very real threats. Leaders from
around the world expressed their dismay with the progress of the program despite repeated
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attempts to stop the regime. In particular, of course, were the heated remarks that Donald Trump
exchanged with the regime via Twitter vowing to ensure “fire and fury” if test didn’t stop.
The missile test over Japan on August 28th
The most recent test by the DPRK occurred in the early hours of the morning on August 28th,
and for the third time in history this test took place over sovereign Japanese territory. Many say this was
a direct retaliation to the recent US-ROK military exercises on the Peninsula which are thought to be very
provocative to the North, these are known as Ulchi-Freedom Guardian, and they had only just ended
days before this most recent test. It is worth noting that the two previous times a missile was fired over
Japan, in 1998 and 2009, the DPRK claimed it was due to a failed satellite launch – no such claim was
made following the August 28 test.

Figure 3: Flightpath of the August 28th missile launch (The New York Times)

Another stark difference compared to previous missile launches was the location in which the missile
originated. Typically the DPRK launches their missiles from remote locations and far away from the
capital city, Pyongyang. Yet, this time the missile was launched just outside the city in what was
originally thought to be in the vicinity of the airport. It appears this is a deliberate change in response to
possible talks by the US to initiate a pre-emptive strike on some of these remote launch sites, but that is
now much less likely due to the high risk of civilian casualties at this new location. Lt. Gen. Hiroaki
Maehara (Commander - Japan Air Self-Defense Force, Air Defense Command) said that the armed
forces did not try to shoot down the missile because no direct threat was posed to Japanese territory.
Nonetheless, Japan issues warning messages to its citizens via text and on television telling them to
take cover as a precautionary measure should any parts of the missile break off and fall over Japan.
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Major Countries and Organizations Involved
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK or North Korea)
The DPRK would be rather involved in a topic concerning their own actions and ongoing
developments. The DPRK has not showed any signs of slowing down their program or listening to what
the world wishes for it to do. Kim Jong-un has made a number of threats ever since he came to power in
December, 2011, and it certainly seems more and more like there is some credibility to them now. The
DPRK would be aiming to have sanctions against themselves reconsidered, look possibly for peaceful
solutions to their contentions and so forth. However, it is unforeseeable that the DPRK would really
consider halting their nuclear program without severe pressure placed upon them, nor their missile
program and its test. They are a force to be reckoned with that, among other things, possess ICBMs and
a very large military. It would aid the implementation of a resolution if the DPRK were amenable to the
measures it outlines and requirements it makes.
United States of America (U.S.A.)
The US is deeply involved in this issue due to the direct threat that the DPRK poses to their
national security, as well as the close relationships it harbors with South Korea and Japan. In 2002,
United States President George Bush labeled the DPRK one of the three members of his purported “axis
of evil” and uncovered that they had secretly been conducting nuclear tests for several years in violation
of their agreements. Ever since the two nations have been on bad terms, worsening dramatically when
Kim Jong-un came to power. President Trump has issued several heated remarks and warnings to North
Korea saying the US will take action militarily if it must. Such remarks were made more recently in
response to repeated threats to fire a missile at Guam, a U.S. territory and military base. US Defense
Secretary, James Mattis, has said that diplomatic approaches were working and that the prospect of any
kind of war would prove mutually detrimental. Contradictorily, the President has assured everyone that
an independent military option is “still on the table”. The role that the U.S. has in North Korea’s affairs will
be crucial to the process.
Republic of Korea (ROK or South Korea)
Directly bordering the DPRK, and separated by a heavily militarized DMZ, there is much good
reason for South Korea to be concerned with the aggressive actions on their northern counterparts. Ever
since the post World War II divide across the 38th parallel between the North and South there have been
issues between the two countries. In 1950 this led to the Korean War which was essentially a by-product
of the Cold War and a massive ideological proxy war that occurred due to the interference of Soviet
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Russia and the United States. Even though it came to an end three years later, the hostilities never
subsided and, if anything, only worsened over time. The DMZ has, contrary to it’s name, become one of
the most militarized areas in the world just 2 kilometers into each country where the zone ends.
However, the missile tests post a direct danger to the people of South Korea as they are unannounced,
unreliable and could end up in South Korean territory if something were to go wrong. The same applies
to the DPRK’s nuclear testing and the potential implications it would have on South Korea. There is a lot
of cooperation between the U.S. Military and the Korean Armed Forces with various U.S. bases in the
country, the two also participate in a lot of live fire drills and training with each other. Alliances and strong
partnerships with the ROK are also seen as very provocative to the DPRK, so member states must
exercise caution in the support they provide.
People’s Republic of China (PRC or China)
China is the DPRK’s biggest trade partner and ally, but in light of recent events, even they feel
that the missile tests must come to an end. Most of the time they support the country as best they can
economically and with increased trade, as well as offering assistance due to the overall lack of
development that the DPRK experiences. Yet, at the same time, they have also agreed to support UN
sanctions against the DPRK and strengthen them further. If conflicts were to break out though it is highly
likely that China would support North Korea in a war. The PRC has voiced its concerns as well about the
deployment of missile defense systems across the region. Further, the PRC has been acting as a
mediator on behalf of the DPRK to some extent trying to calm global reactions and attempt to calm the
tensions that exist. For example, they’ve issued numerous warning to both the US and DPRK in light of
recent events, and they were also a major key player in the Six Party Talks. When it comes to economic
sanctions against the DPRK, China is the major player in enforcing them.
Japan
Another neighbor of the DPRK who is too close for comfort is Japan, and it wouldn’t even be the
first time they’ve had cause for concern either. Remember, I previously mentioned a time when the
DPRK hadn’t developed the technology to conduct vertical launches, and during this time they fired them
over Japan such as in 1998. However, Japan has recently decided to deploy its Patriot missile defense
as a precautionary measure for any missiles that may land or cross its area. They have also engaged in
military exercises as well with the US military in a show of force towards the DPRK. Japan has a right to
self-defense at the end of the day, but they too will play a crucial role in the overall process. A major
concern for the nation will be further tests that puts its citizens in jeopardy and the fact that they may
soon have to shoot down one of these missiles if need be.
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Timeline of Events
Date

Description of event

August 15, 1948

First Republic of Korea is formed (South Korea) after UN-supervised
elections are held only in the South.

June 25, 1950

South Korea declares independence, then sparks an invasion by North
Korea when they cross the 38th Parallel and violate previous agreements.

July 27, 1953

Armistice Agreement is reached ending the war and redrawing the border.
This also established the notorious demilitarized zone (DMZ), a 4
kilometer wide military exclusion zone.

December 12, 1985

The DPRK becomes a party to the NPT, although it does not fully satisfy
the conditions of its agreement.

December 31, 1991

Both North and South Korea agree to sign the Joint Declaration on the
Denuclearization of the Korean Peninsula. They agree not to “test,
manufacture, produce, receive, possess, store, deploy or use nuclear
weapons” or to “possess nuclear reprocessing and uranium enrichment
facilities.”

August 31, 1998

North Korea fires a multistage Taepodong-1 missile over Japan and into
the Pacific Ocean.

September 13, 1999

North Korea pledges to freeze long-range missile tests.

September, 2002

North Korea pledges in summit talks with Japan to extend its moratorium
on missile tests beyond 2003 – reaffirms in May.

January 10, 2003

North Korea officially pulls out of the NPT effective the following day,
January 10th, and openly continues to explore nuclear options.

May 1, 2005

North Korea fires a short-range missile into the Sea of Japan.

July 5, 2006

North Korea test fires a series of missiles after months of harsh criticism
from the likes of the US, China and Japan.

October 9, 2006

DPRK conducts its first underground nuclear test.

October 14, 2006

UNSC approves Resolution S/RES/1718, demanding a halt to missile and
nuclear tests and the supply of items related to the programs and of other
weapons.

April 5, 2009

North Korea launches long-range rocket which flies over Japan and lands
in the Pacific, claiming it was a failed attempt to launch a satellite but really
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a Taepodong-2 test in disguise.
April 13, 2009

UNSC unanimously condemns launch and tightens existing sanctions. The
DPRK then quits nuclear disarmament talks in protest.

May 25, 2009

DPRK conducts its second underground nuclear test that is several times
more powerful than the first.

June 12, 2009

UNSC passes Resolution S/RES/1874, imposing tougher sanctions on the
atomic and ballistic missile programs of the DPRK yet again.

December 12, 2012

North Korea launches the multi-stage rocket and successfully places an
Earth observational satellite in orbit. Experts claim the satellite never
functioned and the launch was another test in disguise.

February 12 2013

DPRK conducts its third underground nuclear test.

January 6, 2016

North Korea conducts its fourth underground nuclear test, but this time
they claim to have used a hydrogen bomb which is highly doubted.

June 8, 2017

DPRK launches several missiles into the Sea of Japan.

July 4, 2017

DPRK tests its first ever ICBM which goes over 2,500km into space and
landed in Japan’s EEZ with a range almost able to reach the US.

July 28, 2017

Again test an ICBM, this time is appears as if it would’ve had much of the
contiguous US within its range.

August 5, 2017

UNSC passes resolution S/RES/2371 that further condemn the actions of
the DPRK and once again strengthen and introduce sanctions.

August 28, 2017

DPRK tests fires a ballistic missiles that flies over Northern Japan before
landing in the Pacific Ocean.

Relevant UN Treaties and Events
Below are some of the most relevant documents on the current situation, starting with Resolution
1695 in 2006 all the way up to the most recent resolution passed in August of this year. In light of the
August 28th missile launch, it is likely that the UNSC will pass yet another resolution after repeated calls
by Japan to further enhance sanctions.

● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 15 July 2006 (S/RES/1695)
● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 14 October 2006 (S
 /RES/1718)
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● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, 12 June 2009 (S
 /RES/1874)
● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, January 22 2013 (S
 /RES/2087)
● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, March 2 2013 (S/RES/2270)
● Non-proliferation - Democratic People's Republic of Korea, November 30 2016 (S
 /RES/2321)
● Non-proliferation in the Democratic People's Republic of Korea, August 5 2017 (S
 /RES/2371)

Previous Attempts to solve the Issue
There have been several attempts to mitigate the impact of the DPRK’s missile program or to try
and bring and overall end to it. Clearly, as you’ve read, these attempts have been fantastically
unsuccessful, but were, for a time, productive and did achieve something. The issue was first combatted
by bringing the DPRK onto the NPT, however issues arose then with the IAEA which led to the crisis in
1994. This was thus solved by the Agreed Framework, but the terms of the agreement were never fully
fulfilled and the DPRK’s participation was never genuine as we eventually find out in 2003. Since then,
when the tests and firings commenced in 2006, the general approach to solve the issue has been to
issue condemnation and hit the regime with sanctions.
Up until 2009 there was still some element of diplomacy involved in solving the issue after the
DPRK left the NPT, these meetings were known as the Six Party Talks. In 2003 North Korea declared
that they would be willing to enter into this series of meetings to be held in Beijing. In total, there were 6
rounds of meetings that spanned from 2003 until 2009. They were attended by China, Japan, North
Korea, Russia, South Korea, and the United States. At times, they did yield some very successful
progress towards dismantling the program and North Korea seemed to be onboard. Different
compromises were made in attempts to remove nuclear weapons from the peninsula, provide support for
North Korea and allow them a future in nuclear energy. However, several times the DPRK receded from
the talks and conducted missiles tests or further nuclear testing – each resulting in repercussions from
the UNSC and sanctions being imposed. Eventually after the April 5, 2009, testing of Taepodong-2
missile and the sanctions that followed, North Korea announced it would no longer part take in the Six
Party talked effective of April 14.
I’ve mentioned previously the lack of effectiveness that UN-sanctions have actually had on the
regime, even though they’ve been repeatedly “strengthened and expanded”. One major reason for this is
that around 90% of exports and trade with the DPRK occurs with the People’s Republic of China, thus
the primary sanctions are those imposed by them. According to reports by the Washington Post, these
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sanctions are full of holes and scapegoats. For instance, the most common way around them is for a
corporation to merely change their name if they find themselves on the list of companies targeted by the
sanctions. This is completely possible due to the fact that all enterprise in the DPRK is, of course, state
run, and once done they are no longer affected. Meaning that the effectiveness these sanctions have are
very weak, in fact. There’s actually an independent UN-organized Panel of Experts whose investigations
have shown that the DPRK has been incredibly effective in evading sanctions and nonetheless
“continues to use the international financial system, airlines and container shipping routes to trade in
prohibited items”. The onus for the enforcement of sanctions that affect the DPRK is on China, as well as
Russia being their second largest trade partner. Although it may seem controversial, it is no secret that
Russia nor China wish to have refugees pouring into their countries, or a unified and US-allied Korea
with US troops and weapons on China’s border. Thus, it becomes increasingly clear why perhaps China
and Russia have not been very keen on enforcing these sanctions to the point where there may be a
potential collapse of the regime. Overall, the attempt to use sanctions to stop or slow down the program
in the DPRK has, by all means, had little to no effect.

Possible Solutions
Depending on the member state, there are several different options and avenues that can be
taken. However, one thing must be stressed, given the fact that we know the current capabilities that the
regime does possess with their missile/nuclear programs. Not only, but as well as the fact that they have
the fourth largest army in the world with heavy artillery deployed near the DMZ that lies not more than 60
kilometers from the heavily populated South Korean capital of Seoul, home to 25 million people. This
must be taken under heavy advisement and any and all military operations would likely lead to large
numbers of causalities. A peaceful, diplomatic and incentivized option is the only way.
One of the first measures that must be addressed is the effectiveness of imposed sanctions if
they are to be of any use at all, as mentioned directly above. China and Russia must not be allowed to
permit the current loopholes that exist in the system. The UNSC must first focus its efforts on properly
enforcing those sanctions that have already been put in place so that their full weight can be enforced
and felt by the DPRK. Further, it would still be advisable to continue to strengthen and broaden sanctions
in light of recent events and the cumulative nature of the regime’s actions.
Re-establishing the Six Party Talks, or some other system of a similar nature needs to be actively
sought after with a mandate of ensuring the dismantlement of the DPRK’s nuclear and missile programs.
The option of light-water reactors or other nuclear energy options should continue to be provided, and
actually fulfilled, in order to incentivize the DPRK. Other economic benefits and measures to support the
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heavily impoverished country would also incentivize them, basically anything to bolster and strengthen
their economy in a regulated manner. It would be inadvisable to continue with any form of strategic
patience and attempting to pressure the collapse of the regime. It has become abundantly clear that this
option merely allows for the programs to thrive and develop further, as we’ve seen.
The purpose of the Six Party Talks would be to hopefully return the DPRK to the NPT, however,
the issues with the IAEA need to be solved first. The IAEA mandate tasks it with ensuring the safeguards
and reporting on the status of states nuclear programs. However, it currently, does not have the ability to
“police” or otherwise enforce the NPT and it is very hard for the IAEA to verify complete compliance with
all the terms of the NPT – as seen with the DPRK. Thus, a solution to this must be reached, whether it
be to expand and reform the IAEA into something else or to create a new organization to handle this for
the DPRK issue and elsewhere. Measures, overall, need to be taken to bolster the implementation of the
NPT as a whole, and particularly again in the DPRK.
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Appendix or Appendices
I.

A useful chart showing the overall chronology of every single missile test ever conducted
by the DPRK starting with the first in 1984 (from CNN/TSI)

II.

Useful links:
a. The Atlantic – for a very useful and in depth analysis of ways to attempt to resolve the
situation in North Korea. It includes many scenarios and the possible benefits and
outcomes.
b. Al Jazeera – to gain a better understanding of the missile tests and North Korea’s current
stock of them, have a read through this article.
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c. CNN – for further timeline breakdown and to understand the procession of events that
have transpired, read this. It’s important to see what worked, for how long and what led to
its failure.
d. MDAA – for a more in depth understanding of the missiles that the DPRK has and their
relevant specifications, read this and click on the options to the right of the page to look
through all the different missiles.
e. Al Jazeera – for the most up to date take, as of the writing of this report, on the fresh
sanctions imposed by the UNSC have a look at this.
f. TIME – bit of an interesting read for some perspective on the approaches to take to solve
the issue that is Kim Jong-un.
g. Arms Control Association – Probably the most useful, in depth and coherent single source
for information on absolutely all of the key events. It takes very detailed approach and
analyzes what transpired, among other things.
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Introduction
Because of several decades of continuous civil war before acquiring independence, s ignificant
parts of South Sudan's infrastructure are destroyed, and poverty is prevalent. Considering several crucial
factors such as security, economic foundations and general government spending in South Sudan, on 3
July 2017, the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) elaborated that a monetary
fund from a wide range of nations is essential. However, South Sudan had to face another civil war that
has occurred by a conflict between the government forces and rebel groups in December 2013.
The clash broke out when President Kiir blamed his former deputy Riek Machar and ten other
people for attempting a coup d'état. Machar, who is currently leading the Sudan People’s Liberation
Movement-in-Opposition (SPLM-IO), denied trying to start an overthrow at that point. For this reason, a
clash broke out between the SPLM-IO and the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement (SPLM), causing
up to 300,000 casualties. The United Nations responded by deploying additional peacekeepers in the
country with support from the United Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS) and Uganda People’s
Defence Forces (UPDF). Although the first ceasefire – Cessation of Hostilities Agreement (COHA) - was
reached in January 2014 through mediation by the Intergovernmental Authority on Development,
Norway, the United Kingdom, the United States of America, China, the European Union and the African
Union, violations continued and the UN Security Council stated that more ceasefire agreements should
be followed. In August 2015, the Compromise Peace Agreement was signed by the SPLM-IG and
SPLM-IO to attempt ending the South Sudanese Civil War, but following the second clash within Juba,
the UN Security Council adopted Resolution 2206 ( S/RES/2206) to intensify sanctions against them.
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Definition of Key Terms
Peacebuilding and Statebuilding Goals (PSGs)
To monitor peacebuilding and statebuilding goals, there are a number of indicators to check
whether progress is going smoothly or adversely within certain countries over time: Legitimate
Politics, Security, Justice, Economic Foundations, Revenue and Services. A voluntary
intergovernmental organisation called ‘Goodbye Conflict, Welcome Development The g7+’ is
assisting this development cooperation works to resolve tragic situations, ongoing conflict and
natural disaster in twenty countries (g7+ countries). It includes South Sudan, Solomon Islands,
Somalia, Sierra Leone, Sao Tome and Principe, Afghanistan, Cote d'Ivoire, Comoros, Chad,
Central African Republic, Burundi, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Papua New Guinea,
Haiti, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, Liberia, Yemen, Togo and Timor-Leste. The role and use of
indicators as stated in the official document include:
●

“To help track peacebuilding and statebuilding progress within a country over time.”

●

“To inform regular assessments (e.g. fragility assessments, based on the fragility
spectrum) to understand the current situation and provide a baseline for measurement.”

●

“To inform national development planning and priority setting processes (e.g. One
Vision/One Plan, compacts).”

●

“To enable national and international actors to measure progress and communicate
results toward PSG implementation to citizens and other constituencies.”

United Nations Mission in the Republic of South Sudan (UNMISS)
The United Nations Mission in the Republic of South Sudan aims to protect civilians, monitor human
rights and support the implementation of the hostilities agreement leading to the process of ending
the conflict in South Sudan (consolidating peace and security and establishing conditions for
development). The UN contributed philanthropic efforts to help the Government of the Republic of
South Sudan signed the CPA. When a six-year peace process finally reached the culmination,
South Sudan split from Sudan, becoming one of the newest countries created in the world.
On 8 July 2011, the Security Council considered the situation suffered by South Sudan as a danger
to security in the region and international peace. To stop the SPLM-in-Government (SPLM-IG) and
the SPLM-in-Opposition (SPLM-IO) constituting such threats to the innocent civilian population, the
Security Council came up with S/RES/1996 (2011) to establish the UNMISS.
On 27 May 2014, the Security Council had to adopt S
 /RES/2155 (2014) which reprioritised the
UNMISS’s mandate in order to confront with another emerging crisis in South Sudan in December
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2013. By some accounts, it is shown that this resolution strikingly protects civilians, monitors human
rights and support for the humanitarian assistance.
Uganda People’s Defence Forces (UPDF)
The armed forces of Uganda used to be called ‘the National Resistance Army’, but it is currently
known as the Uganda People’s Defence Force. From 2007 to 2011, the UPDF employed more than
45,000 personnel (as estimated by the International Institute for Strategic Studies) to control the
operation of air wings and land forces. A compromise between the Democratic Republic of the
Congo and elements of the SPLA with the UPDF, their artillery and special forces such as aircraft
and military vehicle, have been integrated. On 14-18 July 2016 – South Sudanese Civil War, these
forces led by Brigadier Kayanja Muhanga attempted ‘Operation Okoa Wanaichi’. They first entered
South Sudan with the mission of evacuating mainly affected Ugandans who are desperate to flee
from the fighting. Contrary to expectations, they successfully rescued up to 40,000 Ugandans as
well as 100 other nationalities.
On the other hand, numerous international bodies have blamed the UPDF for having a low
minimum age (13) for an entry application. This is why the UPDF has been controversial, damaging
their image reputation. Many member states may have reduced their humanitarian aid to Uganda as
reported by some reports. One of the impacts created throughout western nations is that they have
actually dispatched a limited quantity of military support to Uganda. In addition, another problem
emerged in 2003 when “ghost” soldiers are continuously found within the UPDF. The British
Broadcasting Corporation stated that this personnel crisis worsened while the UPDF’s troops
decided to resign collaborating with the Coalition Forces in Iraq.
The Peace and Security Council of the African Union (AU) granted permission to a Regional
Co-operation Initiative (RCI) for forcing the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) out of Uganda. After a
while, the LRA had been roaming remote territories of the DRC, the Central African Republic (CAR)
and South Sudan. The Regional Task Force headquarters is situated at Yambio in South Sudan
with the three regions envisioned. The RTF has bases at Nzara, Dungu and Obo in South Sudan.
The RTF’s headquarters is situated at Yambio in South Sudan. They successfully took form as
effective forces since September 2012 when started to develop.
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Background Information
South Sudan successfully gained its independence from Sudan in 2011 after suffering from brutal
civil war, hoping to end this conflict to provide civilians with sustainable, safe and regular living
conditions. This remarkable incident was, however, one of the things that have made them miserable, as
shown by the lowest ranking in numerous socioeconomic categories (approximately 80% of the South
Sudanese is in the rural parts of the country). In other words, it gave birth to a more precarious position,
an adverse impact on their ideal dreams – still living lives of poverty, persecution, and prejudice, they
hope for a brighter future. When South Sudan has finally become independent from Sudan, breathless
tensions between government forces and opposition groups over territories and oil resources began to
cause hundreds of thousands of massive displacements. This tragedy also opened our eyes to see the
real face of the world – to see the beasts of society, the civil war, the truth behind it, and its
consequences on every aspect of the people's lives.
As a nation, it is a government's responsibility to take care of its citizens – increased shelters,
social justice, health provision and education, but many other countries should acknowledge that the
conflict in South Sudan has also inflicted a devastating toll on its younger generation in numerous ways;
the damage is almost irreversible. It is where the whole world should come together to collaborate and
support recovery otherwise they will continue to be victims. As a result, more than 65% of the population
is illiterate, more than 50% lives below the poverty line, and more than 900,000 had looked for shelters in
neighbouring nations since 2013 when the problem started to get exacerbated. What is even worse is
that previously mentioned 900,000 people consist of almost 200,000 who had fled in July 2016 when the
new Juba clash broke out, and 1.7 million South Sudanese were internally displaced from their normal
living places. Even though such insecurity and a failure of social services still persist, more than 240,000
have moved to South Sudan to avoid another clash in Sudan.
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Caption #1: 30 June 2017 – The situation in South Sudan
(Over 1 million have fled to neighbouring countries as refugees)

After experiencing over 40 years of civil wars, South Sudan, which issued the world’s newest
country in 2011, was impossible to avoid another devastating new dispute in 2013. It proved that this
conflict overlaps with pre-existing ethnic and different political beliefs that existed before South Sudanese
Civil War. Even though there is no reliable death count, but countless of articles and accounts described
that the civilian population in South Sudan was drawn into a desperate living condition due to the conflict
that turned violent – at least 2.7 million people have been displaced, approximately 200,000 are
sheltering at the United Nations peacekeeping bases and humanitarian assistance is lacking as shown
underneath.
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Caption #2: More funding should be made by more nations and international organisations

As reported by the United Nations agencies, more than 40% of the Sudanese population is
encountering life-threatening hunger, and their humanitarian situation is worsening because of a sharp
decrease in oil prices and a sharp increase in food prices. Since the government could not either feed its
population or reduce its military expenditure against the SPLM-IO, continued conflict is inevitable. In
2015, South Sudan overtook Afghanistan with the greatest number of major attacks on humanitarians as
the country. The United Nations experts worried another arising problem that killed over 62 aid workers
during the brutal clash between the SPLM-IG and the SPLM-IO including rebel groups. Plus, they
warned that threats are expanding in scope and inhumanity.
There have been several attempts implemented by the international community including
Cessation of Hostilities Agreement, Comprehensive Peace Agreement and so on. One of them was to
persuade the warring parties to sign a peace agreement, and although they made a big success in
August 2015, the conflict did not end. For instance, the formation of a Transitional Government of
National Unity, as known as TGNU, consistently violated the agreement of ceasefire six months before
another pre-planned agreement. Meanwhile, the opposition leader, Riek Machar visited the capital, Juba,
and his rival, President Salva Kiir was declared by Machar that he wanted a major milestone toward
consolidating peace. However, subsequent progress was not properly carried out on what each side
intends to gain from the following agreement. By late June, with a lacking sign of the progress, the
international monitoring commission head stated that the negotiation deal is now under threat of
catastrophe.
The situation abruptly deteriorated when each side started to debate which side began the clash,
but ironically, hundreds of death before ceasefires on July 11 did not remain subject to the debate. By
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July, mistrust among the political parties in Juba finally reached a peak, especially when the two sides
were compromising security regulations that allowed armed forces in Juba. At that point, roughly 12,000
South Sudanese refugees sought shelter at the United Nations peacekeeping bases in the capital; other
opposition officials and Machar moved away from the city and had taken refuge outside South Sudan.
The peace deal itself and the status of the unity government are now in mystery.
East African countries requested the United States to further implement for broader stabilisation
efforts with the short-term aim of providing a secure environment in Juba (the capital of South Sudan).
The United States responded by integrating an international effort to deploy more the United Nations
peacekeepers to areas that turned dangerous, especially Juba with the highest number of agencies
compared to other nations. As negotiations on the forces of SPLM-IG and SPLM-IO continue, the
International community hopes that U.N. peacekeepers’ presence may create circumstances more
conducive for stabilised life conditions for everyone. However, the problem arose when the South
Sudanese government rejected to accept the force from other countries, recognising the deployment as
a potential threat to their sovereignty. The United Nations Security Council condemned the government
of South Sudan and discussed further sanctions such as arms embargo and aid restrictions, but it is still
unclear that which actions would be most effective and appropriate. Additionally, the Security Council
stated that they unanimously support attempts to pursue accountability for alleged war violations with no
negative influence on the peace process. Also, it was significant to check the impact of reported
restrictions on aid transports for creating a safer environment for workers, hoping that they could learn
from passed resolutions for Peacebuilding and Statebuilding goals in South Sudan. By some accounts,
reports asserted the prospects of both sides preparing for a return to full-scale clash.
To solve the context of the ongoing political dispute, the United States emphasised an investment
from donor governments and a number of organisations that help development efforts as well as
proposed recovery. Truth be told, several donors concern about transparency – some reports showed
that senior officials in South Sudan had spent state assets to fuel the force, and to their advantage. The
International Monetary Fund (IMF) warned that without political reconciliation and economic reforms
funded by robust donor engagement, the government of South Sudan might be unable to accomplish
important obligations such as salaries for its army and basic physical needs, deteriorating South Sudan’s
both economical and political crisis.
Donor countries regard that the United States serves as an integral role in not only helping South
Sudan’s independence. It is true that the U.N. has been its leading donor – a key politic actor. Since the
conflict started in December 2013, the Obama Administration has funded over $1.7 billion to continue
humanitarian aid; the U.N. is the biggest financial benefactor to its support for the humanitarian programs
and ongoing development response. They are attempting to find a most efficient path toward
reconciliation and peace among rival communities and political factions facilitate an end to violence, but
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many member states claimed that the August 2015 peace agreement is no longer viable and other
peace negotiations should be restarted, questioning ‘is the government of South Sudan practically a
unity government?’. After missing a couple of deadlines set by regional officials to sign a peace deal,
they are under danger of international sanctions.

Major Countries and Organizations Involved
Justice and Equality Movement (JEM)
The Justice and Equality Movement was founded in 2000 by Khalil Ibrahim who published the
book called ‘The Black Book: Imbalance of Power and Wealth in the Sudan’, which is one of the most
powerful anti-government faction of Sudan’s western Darfur area. This Sudanese opposition group has
been led since 2012 by Gibril Ibrahim who claimed that 35,000 well-armed soldiers are dispatched to the
region that borders Chad. The conflict began with a horrible attack on the Sudanese capital Khartoum.
This attack was the first rebel aggression that informed JEM as the major anti-government group in
Darfur.
Despite the JEM rebuffing to show up in the peace talks with Khartoum, at the beginning of 2009,
they agreed to sign a goodwill agreement brokered by Qatar. Once again, to bring about a reconciliation
summit between Sudan and Chad, the Sudanese government endeavoured to resume talks with JEM.
On May 7, 2009, they had another peace talks regarding a Chadian rebel group attack on the capital of
Chad, the Ndjamena, under Qatar supervision.
Sudan People’s Liberation Army (SPLA)
The army of South Sudan is known as the Sudan People’s Liberation Army which was
established as a guerrilla warfare in 1983 and was believed to control 210,000 soldiers (divisions of
12,000 troops) and personnel in the South Sudan Air Force as of 2013. They also have participated
Second Sudanese Civil War. In 2011, the SPLA turned into the new republic’s regular army due to its
independence.
The development projects of the Sudanese government were disturbed by the SPLA armed
struggle in the mid-1980s such as the Bentiu Oil Fields and Jonglei Canal. Uncountable brutalities and
atrocities were carried out by the SPLA forces against the civilian population. For example, roughly
35,000 Ugandan refugees were compelled to move from South Sudan back to Uganda.
The SPLA was reduced in size by the split with SPLA-Nasir because the Sudanese government
executed a major offensive against them in 1992. The government re-captured Kapoeta, Pochalla, Pibor,
Bor, Yirol and Torit (centre of operations of the SPLA). Nevertheless, the SPLA was able to make other
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attacks on Juba in 1992. These attacks almost captured Juba but failed. To get a confession out of
suspects from the SPLA collaborators the Sudanese government had to implement severe reprisals
against the civilian population; executions of suspects were carried out.
Between 2,500 and 5,000 children were serving in the SPLA as estimated in 2004, a year before
the CPA, by the Coalition to Stop Child Soldiers. The approving of the CPA has transformed the SPLA
with active supports through funding from the United States of America.
Sudan People’s Liberation Movement (SPLM)
A political party, the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement’s main intention was to be the political
wing of the Sudan People’s Liberation Army – to control of the southern territories as the leading party.
As the government of Sudan conceded to sign the Comprehensive Peace Agreement at the beginning of
2005, the SPLM which was the central constituent of the semi-autonomous Southern Sudanese
government, gained authority to represent about one-third in the government of Sudan as a whole.
However, the SPLM withdrew from the government for some reasons in 2007. Since then, the Sudanese
government discouraged any form of support to the SPLA/M. Uganda and Eritrea were accused and
alleged to have given help to the SPLA/M.
After the independence of South Sudan on 9 July 2011, SPLM finally formalised a new sovereign
state and became the governing political party as well as the SPLA, the country’s army in 2012. Before
the independence of this new republic, SPLM/A also had a common target to create remote democratic
Sudan, especially the southern parts of Sudan.
SPLM-in-Government (SPLM-IG)
In 2013, the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement was split into two groups:
SPLM-in-Government and SPLM-in-Opposition. The reason behind is that President Salva Kiir and Vice
President Riek Machar were vying for power of the SPLM leadership. Following such growing political
tensions between them, deep mistrust appeared and gradually deteriorated relations between the
various associated groups that remained loyal to whether Kiir or Machar.
SPLM-in-Opposition (SPLM-IO)
The Sudan People’s Liberation Movement-in-Opposition consists of the rebel group and South
Sudanese political parties – classified as the anti-governmental forces (AGF). Because of the tensions
with the SPLM-IG, South Sudanese Civil War has occurred. The SPLM-IO is now led by Riek Machar.

Research Report | Page 9 of 14

The Hague International Model United Nations, Singapore 2017| XIII Annual Session

Timeline of Events
Description of event

Date

Comprehensive Peace Agreement – Southern Sudan and the Sudanese
January 9th
 , 2005

government signed a Comprehensive Peace Agreement after decades of civil
wars. As the IGAD encouraged this peaceful approach, the CPA facilitated a
timetable for a Southern Sudan independence (referendum).
With over 90% of the vote, Salva Kiir Mayardit has been elected as a president

April 15th, 2010

of Southern Sudan.
Southern Sudan held a referendum to determine whether to secede from

January 15th, 2011

Sudan.
Official figures revealed that over 98% of Southern Sudanese voters chose to

th

February 7 , 2011

secede from the north.

July 9th
 , 2011

South Sudan has become an independent nation seperated from Sudan.

December 15th, 2013

Violence erupted between soldiers loyal to Machar (SPLM-IO) and the
government of South Sudan (SPLM-IG).

January 23rd, 2014

Machar and the government of South Sudan signed a cease-fire.
The United Nations reported that more than 800,000 had been internally

March 27th, 2014

displaced (forced to flee their homes but stays within their country’s borders);
including over a million fled from their homes to neighbouring countries.

August 25th, 2015

The UN Security Council warned that South Sudan’s food insecurity is the worst
in the world. Also, the UN reported that more than 2 million had been displaced.

August 26th, 2015

President Kiir signed a new peace agreement with Machar due to the
intimidation of UN sanctions.
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July 7 , 2016

Violence erupted again between soldiers loyal to Machar and the government of
South Sudan, causing hundreds of casualties.

January 11th, 2017

South Sudan rejected 4,000 additional UN peacekeepers. The government
asserted that the security situation has improved and additional deployments
will only marginalise their own sovereignty.

Relevant UN Treaties and Events
●

Resolution 1996, 08 July 2011 (S/RES/1996) – Established the “United Nations Mission in the
Republic of South Sudan to consolidate peace and security”.

●

Resolution 2155, 27 May 2014 (S/RES/2155) – Extended the mandate of UNMISS to perform
further the following tasks: “protection of civilians, monitoring and investigating human rights,
creating the conditions for delivery of humanitarian assistance and supporting the implementation
of the Cessation of Hostilities Agreement.”

●

Resolution 2206, 03 March 2015 (S/RES/2206) – Condemned the continued and flagrant
violations of the COHA by the Government of the Republic of South Sudan and SPLM-IO &
Endorsed ‘Sanctions Designation Criteria’ comprised of Travel Ban and Asset Freeze.

●

Resolution 2271, 02 March 2016 (S/RES/2271) – “Decided to renew until 15 April 2016 the
measures imposed by paragraphs 9 and 12 of resolution 2206 (2015).”

●

Resolution 2280, 07 April 2016 (S/RES/2280) – “Decided to renew until 1 June 2016 the
measures imposed by paragraphs 9 and 12 of resolution 2206 (2015).”

●

Resolution 2290, 31 May 2016 (S/RES/2290) – “Reaffirmed that the provisions of paragraph 9 of
resolution 2206 (2015) apply to individuals and that the provisions of paragraph 12 of resolution
2206 (2015) apply to individuals and entities.”

●

Resolution 2353, 24 May 2017 (S/RES/2353) – “Decided to extend until 30 June 2018 the
mandate of the Panel of Experts as set out in subparagraphs (a), (b), (c), (e) and (f) of paragraph
12 of resolution 2290 (2016).”

Previous Attempts to solve the Issue
The United Nations raised more than $4 billion as foreign aid to South Sudan since 2005 in a
monetary fund. Without achieving long-term challenges, the situation in South Sudan will be worse off.
Unfortunately, due to low oil prices worldwide and reduced production, South Sudan is currently
encumbered by large debt.
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The introduction of Cessation of Hostilities Agreement (2014) reads as follows: “The Government
of the Republic of South Sudan (hereinafter referred to as the “G
 overnment” abbreviated as “GRSS”),
and the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement/Army (in Opposition) (hereinafter referred to as
(SPLM/A in Opposition), separately referred to as a Party and jointly referred to as “the Parties” agreed
to this Cessation of Hostilities (CoH) Agreement (hereinafter referred to as “the Agreement”)” This
agreement was an integral step to support the process of Intergovernmental Authority on
Development-led (IGAD-led) mediation to approach the crisis with more meticulous and peaceful political
solution like strengthened regulations to maintain security for displaced South Sudanese, pursuing the
achievement of reconciliation in South Sudan. Ambassador Mahboub Maalim, who is representing the
IGAD Executive Secretary showed IGAD’s appreciation to Member States and organisations that
contributed generous support, especially the United States of America, the United Kingdom, the
European Union and Norway.
The Comprehensive Peace Agreement was signed by the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement
(SPLA) and the Government of Sudan on January 9, 2005. The CPA was a historic moment of great
opportunity to end the Second Sudanese Civil War, promote democratic administration, and steer
reconciliation in the path leading to peace. The UN attributed the Second Sudanese Civil War to ethnic
and religious means, and the oil reserves and water situated in western and southern Sudan were the
main causes of a struggle. Southern Sudanese autonomy was formally recognised by a treaty between
the government of Sudan and the Sudan People’s Liberation Movement/Army (SPLM/A) in 2005.
Because of the SPLM asserting violations of the CPA, they withdrew from the government on 11 October
2007. The future of this agreement is still unpredictable, raising tensions between political parties.

Possible Solutions
Firstly, it is important to bear in mind a number of factors that donors should consider carefully.
They should not waste the investments of the past; support the wider development programming and the
comprehensive security sector reform. The CPA was a great opportunity to improve stability and peace
in South Sudan. Although it had lasted for a short period of time, this approach suggests that a similar
chance could be implemented when the right partners and the right effort are brought together.
Secondly, the international community should try to coordinate a better way of integrating
developmental and political interventions. Experience in South Sudan from 2005 onward demonstrates
that these measures can be impactful, but involve a meticulous process.
Furthermore, it is necessary to realise that donor investments have indeed paid off in South
Sudan. For instance, humanitarian assistance and security regulations have been improved by the CPA.
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Furthermore, decision-making has become more transparent, and proper institutions and infrastructure
have been established, notwithstanding South Sudanese authorities’ growing intolerance.
Continued humanitarian support is required, even though there is still a lack of service delivery.
To bring about a change in attitudes of the political elite and the nature of governance, the UN should be
first increasing securitisation of South Sudan to take refuge in safe channels of provision. What the
government of South Sudan could put into action is decrease military spending; if it is encouraged to do
so, donor countries will be more willing to fund humanitarian purposes, and the decreased borrowing
from the central bank to finance the budget deficit. Stability among the civilian population will soon return.
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Introduction
March 15th, 2011 was the start of a modern-day conflict that has since grown to receive global
attention. What was originally a string of protests slowly escalated into what has now become a six year
civil war, with multiple factions disagreeing over terms such as legitimacy and claims to territory, financial
structures, governmental ideologies, and much more.
The Situation in Syria, otherwise referred to as the Syrian Civil War is a multi-sided armed conflict
primarily between president Bashar al-Assad and opposition forces such as the Free Syrian Army as well
as the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIS/ISIL/Daesh). Syrian president Bashar Al-Assad came to
power as a result of a lineage of attempted coup d'etat attempts within the region, with Hafez al-Assad
(Bashar al-Assad’s father) and the rest of the Ba’ath Syrian Regional Branch conducting the final
successful coup in 1963, effectively laying the groundwork for what we see today. After Hafez al-Assad’s
death, Bashar al-Assad was elected president, serving Syria under what was expected to be a
democratic government. Bashar Al-Assad’s failed to do so, however, resulting in multiple factions within
the state beginning a series of protests, sparking political outrage and discontent with both rebel and
government forces.
Since the initial protests began in March of 2011, what was originally a peaceful demonstration
has since spiraled into a full blown war with international intervention supporting both governmental and
rebel forces. At the same time, however, Syria had only begun the recovery from the longest drought
recorded in the state’s history; the drought resulted in widespread crop failure due to lack of water from
2006 to 2011. As a result, food prices skyrocketed, resulting in the mass migration of families to urban
centers bearing hope that basic resources would be more affordable. With 1.5 million refugees already
seeking aid from the Iraq War, coupled with a severe lack of water, conflicts over resources are not
uncommon.
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Perhaps the most controversial aspect of the Syrian Civil War, however, is the violation of human
rights. Citizens of Syria, along with many of the international community, have argued that the rights to
free speech and assembly have been violated within the state.
With 2017 marking more than six entire years of conflict and unrest, Syria has yet to find a means
of resolving this multi-sided conflict. In addition, the ongoing civil war has caused a global refugee crisis,
displacing millions of civilians across Europe, Asia, and Africa. Peace talks have been attempted on
multiple occasions, but all attempts proved to be futile as conflict escalated to greater extents after each
attempt. As of 2017, more than 11 million Syrian civilians have either been killed or forced to evacuate as
a result of conflicts between rebel, government, and terrorist forces. A staggering 6 million people have
been internally displaced and a total of 13.5 million require humanitarian aid as the conflict within Syria
continues.

Definition of Key Terms
Kurds
Kurds are an ethnic minority in Syria, residing in a region commonly referred to as “Kurdistan,” a
region consisting of parts of Turkey, Syria, Iraq, and Iran. Kurds have not been well received in many
countries such as Turkey or Syria. Governments of such nations openly discriminate against Kurds,
and, in the case of Turkey, have even banned the words “Kurd,” “Kurdish,” or “Kurdistan” from use
within the nation. In Syria, many Kurds are denied citizenship and basic human rights. Following
condemnation from the United Nations, Syria eventually opened up a selective application process
for citizenship. However, Kurds are still generally disrespected in Syria, and many have joined
terrorist groups such as ISIS.
Alawite
Alawis, or Alawites, are a syncretic, closed religion. With around 3 million followers, Alawites have
been categorized under the Twelver branch of Shia Islam and are subjected to “Islamification.”
Considered to be one of the smallest minority religions in Syria, Alawites make up around 1.5 million
to 3 million members of the Syrian population. Most importantly, however, Hafez al-Assad was an
Alawite, and changed the Syrian constitution to allow non-Muslims as legitimate candidates for
president.
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Ba’ath Syrian Regional Party
The political party of the al-Assad family, the Arab Socialist Ba’ath Party - Syria Region came to
power in the 1970s through a successful coup d’etat. Described as a neo-Ba’athist organization, the
group was founded on April 7, 1947 by Michel Aflaq Salah al-Din al-Bitar, and served as Syria’s only
allowed political party for a great period of time.
Coup d’etat
A coup d’etat, commonly referred to as coup alone, is a sudden, violent overthrow of an existing
government by a small group. Coups are very common across Syria’s history, with many political
parties, such as the Ba’ath Syrian Regional Party, coming to power through such methods.
Ceasefire
Commonly referred to as a truce, a ceasefire is a temporary stoppage of war in which each side
agrees with the other to suspend aggression and/or conflict. Ceasefires can be declared as official or
unofficial, depending on the parties involved.

Background Information

A map of Syria as of 2016, outlining controlled regions and affiliated parties.
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Syrian independence and al-Assad’s government
Following Syria’s official independence from France after the Second World war, Syria resided
within a state of political turmoil for the following decade to come. The initial democratic rule over Syria
ended in March of 1949, when forces supported by the United States of America successfully conducted
a coup d'etat - the first of many to come.  After multiple coups, including a brief union with Egypt to
establish a centralized presidential government, the Ba’ath Syrian Regional Branch government
conducted the last successful coup d’etat in Syria, coming to power over the state. Although the
dominant party, however, The Ba’ath Syrian Regional Branch still experienced multiple attempted coups
and changes in leadership.
In an attempt to take control of the state, an Alawite named Hafez al-Assad declared himself
president in March of 1971. Hafez al-Assad would continue to rule over Syria until his death in 2000.
During his reign, Hafez al-Assad, a member of the Ba’ath Syrian Regional Branch, governed Syria as a
one-party state, which lasted until 2012, with the first multi-party election to the People’s Council of Syria.
Hafez al-Assad’s reign included the establishment and ratification of a new constitution, perhaps
his most controversial policy. The new constitution caused a national uprising, leading to multiple
demonstrations in Aleppo, Hama, and Homs, with the main reason behind such events being relatively
simple: the new constitution did not require the President of Syria to be a Muslim. Backlash to the new
constitution saw Hafez al-Assad labelled as an “enemy of Allah” by the Muslim Brotherhood and resulted
in the organization of multiple rebel parties such as the Muslim Brotherhood and the ulama.
Rising up on the hopes of democratic reform, Bashar al-Assad, following his father’s death, was
elected as the President of Syria in 2000 on a platform of hope for democratic changes to what was
historically a one-party governance system. Voters initially hoped that the country’s elections, where only
one candidate was allowed, would be modified to allow multiple parties and candidates to participate.
Bashar al-Assad’s presidency was challenged a year into his term, with demonstrators citing his inability
to enact promises regarding democratic reform. The Damascus Spring, a period of time between July
2000 and August 2001, saw large scale political discussion and debate. However, Bashar al-Assad saw
these actions as challenging to his presidency, resulting in the arrest of ten activists calling for
democratic elections and further soiling hopes of al-Assad’s promise to bring about democratic reform
(al-Assad will refer to Bashar al-Assad hereinafter, unless explicitly stated). Bashar al-Assad has
expressed that he believes firmly that his secular rule has no opposition, and that all those that oppose
his ideals are jihadists.
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Bashar al-Assad, President of Syria, as seen in 2014.

Socioeconomic challenges
Stemming from the United States, United Kingdom, Australia, and Poland’s decision to invade
Iraq in 2003, Syria was burdened with the responsibility of 1.5 million refugees, effectively taxing Syria’s
infrastructure and resources. Following this, however, Syria was hit by the worst drought recorded in the
nation. Lasting a total of five years, the drought resulted in widespread crop failure, and in turn, a sharp
increase in food and water prices. As a result, many farming families flocked to urban centers in hope for
affordable resources, taking a greater toll on Syria’s already strained infrastructure. This, coupled with
existing political unrest, further deepened discontent towards al-Assad’s rule. Primary objections towards
al-Assad’s rule in this case mostly stems from free market policies instated during Hafez al-Assad in the
mid 1980s. These policies put a heavy emphasis on the importance of the service sector, effectively only
benefitting members of the population that had connections with the government as well as the Sunni
merchant class. Bashar al-Assad, upon election, accelerated the growth of such policies, resulting in the
increase of youth unemployment rates and strong discontent against the government in Syria’s poor
areas. Conservative Sunnis in such areas were among the most discontent, living in cities with high
poverty rates as well as little to no governmental support whatsoever. Bashar al-Assad received harsh
criticism from the international community, not just with the aforementioned conditions, but also for the
violation of human rights.
Early protests and the beginning of the Syrian Civil War
“The people want the fall of the government.” The quote was spray painted on a wall in the city of
Daraa by, allegedly, a 13 year old boy named Hamza al-Khateeb. Hamza al-Khateeb was one of the first
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of the first six to be detained by government forces at protest rallies in Syria. On March 15, 2011,
al-Khateeb and five other individuals, presumably his friends, were arrested by the government. Days
later, al-Khateeb’s family was given his corpse, along with several bullet holes, cigarette burns, mutilated
genitals, broken bones, and dislocated limbs. This, in turn, fueled an already large protest rally against
the al-Assad government, arguably the “start” of the Syrian Civil War.

Early protests in Syria rise as pro-democratic forces march on Damascus to combat al-Assad’s policies.

In the months following the death of Hamza al-Khateeb, the nation flew into a riot. Protesters
burned down a multitude of buildings used by the Ba’ath Party. The resulting clashes would end with the
deaths of 15 protestors and seven officers, prompting a response from al-Assad 10 days later. In a
speech al-Assad blamed the riots and deaths on “Israeli propaganda and political agendas” pushed by
“foreign conspirators” challenging al-Assad’s “secular leadership.” What was originally protests
demanding democratic reforms and an end to political corruption soon became a state-wide campaign as
protests spread from city to city. By the end of May, over 1,000 civilians and 150 law enforcement
officers were listed as casualties, with the majority being students, activists, and human rights advocates.
Armed conflict begins
Starting from late July of 2011, what is now known as the Early Insurgency Phase of the Syrian
Civil War included the rise of armed militias across Syria as well as the first records of armed rebellion of
government forces. One of the largest indicators of the insurgency included the formation of the Free
Syrian Army (FSA), perhaps the largest anti-government force consisting of mainly defected Syrian
Armed Forces personnel with a goal of removing Bashar al-Assad from power.
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Members of the Free Syrian Army siege and blockade off two major military bases belonging to the Syrian
government.

In early 2012, the United Nations attempted an attempt at a ceasefire in the region.  As peace
talks were conducted, conflict continued nonetheless, with conflicts growing in intensity and frequency
due to increasing political tensions. The ceasefire backfired on the United Nations, deteriorating into
radical violence and signaling that the conflicts had officially transitioned into a full-blown civil war.
Government forces killed 108 civilians in the following months, resulting in the FSA attempting to rally
anti-government forces nationwide. The ceasefire collapsed, and al-Assad issued a statement aimed at
crushing the FSA and anti-government forces while UN officially announced Syria to be in a state of war
11 days after. By March 2013, rebel forces had claimed the city of Raqqa - the first of many cities to be
taken.
Government forces began to turn the tide in April 2013, with the breaching of a six-month rebel
blockade of two major military bases in Wadi al-Deif. Ba’athist forces began turning on the offensive,
retaking the towns of Burhaniya, Saqraja, and al-Radwaniya.
Throughout the conflict, however, there was one party growing in strength and territory that was
not perceived to be a threat just a year prior: The Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant.
ISIS joins the conflict
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ISIS cemented their involvement with the capturing of Azaz, a town formerly held by FSA forces.
Pushing with their momentum, ISIS continued their campaign, as ISIS moved to claim Atme and
Raqqa three months later, resulting in immediate responses from FSA forces in Aleppo and
various FSA held cities. FSA intelligence suggested that rebels had managed to clear ISIS forces
from Raqqa and Aleppo by January 2014. This victory, however, was short-lived, as ISIS retook
Raqqa by mid January.
Conflict would escalate in the following months, with foreign forces launching attacks on ISIS
forces via aircraft as well as the assassination of multiple ISIS executives, along with the Syrian
government officially declaring war on ISIS.
International involvement
The United States began conducting bombing runs on ISIS in September of 2014, with the aid of
Bahrain, Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Qatar, and Jordan. On the other side, however, Bolivia,
Brazil, Cuba, Ecuador, India, Iran, Iraq, Nicaragua, South Africa, Venezuela, and Russia stood strong
with al-Assad’s rule, providing financial aid to further the Syrian army’s military, as well as fighter jets and
bombs. As of early 2015, Jordan and Turkey began increasing cooperation in efforts to combat ISIS’
campaign across the region.
On September 30, 2015, Bashar al-Assad issued an official request to the Russian Aerospace
Forces to increase air strikes against both ISIS and the FSA, to which the Russians obliged. In response,
U.S. President Barack Obama authorized the resupplying of Syrian Kurds, as well as the Arab-Syrian
FSA forces. Obama declared that the United States would be backing the FSA in reaction to Russia’s
decision to officially join the conflict.
Peace talks began again a month later following al-Assad’s request, conducted by the United
States, Russia, Turkey, and Saudi Arabia. The talks did not end up accomplishing anything, as
participating nations were unable to reach a conclusion regarding al-Assad’s presidency and the future of
Syria. The United States proceeded to urge Russia and Iran to stop support for the Syrian government.
However, at this time, the United Nations Security Council unanimously passed Resolution 2249, urging
member states to increase efforts targeted at suppressing terrorist acts conducted by ISIS and any entity
with affiliations to Al-Qaeda. Russia made an attempt to introduce an updated version of the resolution
the following day, but failed due to Western powers believing its intentions as to legitimize Assad’s
authority.
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Allegedly violating Turkish airspace, a Russian fighter jet was downed over Turkey on November
24, 2015, resulting in the pilot’s death. Following the incident, Syrian Turkmen allegedly shot down a
Russian rescue helicopter the day after, resulting in Russia’s immediate retaliation through attacks on
Turkish-held territories in Syria. Fighting would continue for a year after the incident until early 2016.
Ceasefire attempts
The United Nations Security Council unanimously passed resolution 2268 in February of 2016 as
a ceasefire in Syria, which quickly deteriorated by the end of July. Turkish forces would enter Syria by
August 2016, resulting in the Syrian government’s immediate condemnation of a “blatant violation of
national sovereignty.” Gaining support from the United States, Turkish forces moved towards the West of
Syria in an attempt to take IS controlled cities.
In September, the United States and Russia brokered a ceasefire, which was promptly disrupted
by a US-led bombing on Syrian Army forces five days later. Citing the incident to be an accident, US
officials attempted to dismiss the event, whereas Russian forces believed the attack to be intentional effectively unraveling the ceasefire once more.
The Syrian Army retook Aleppo by December 2016, stripping rebel forces of one of their largest
strongholds. In response, US officials and allies declared an effort to retake cities across the Euphrates
river.
After a four year battle, Aleppo, having fallen into the hands of government forces, was
celebrated by  al-Assad as a “turning point” in the war. In the same month, Russian President Vladimir
Putin announced a ceasefire proposal backed by Russia, Iran, and Turkey that came into effect on
December 30th. The deal excluded UN-designated terrorist groups, such as ISIS and Jabhat Fateh
al-Sham.
The ceasefire would not last long, however, as Assad forces and rebels clashed again in Daraa.
Yet another peace conference was held in Geneva as of February 2017, but to no avail. Conflict
continued as Turkish forces captured Al-Bab from ISIS and the SYrian military fired missiles at Israeli
jets.
On April 7, 2017, the US launched its first direct attack on Syrian forces since the beginning of
the war. Without authorization from Congress nor the UNSC, US ships launched 59 Tomahawk cruise
missiles at Sharyat Air Base - a base under the Syrian government’s control credited as the base in
which chemical attacks on citizens were conducted from. Bolivia called an emergency meeting of the
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UNSC to confront the US’ actions. The US, however, would go on to attack a convoy of pro-Syrian
government forces in May.
In July, the United States, Russia, and Jordan agreed to yet another ceasefire in southwestern
Syria, with Russia vouching for the Syrian government’s cooperation, leading to temporary peace at the
time of writing.

Major Countries and Organizations Involved
Syria
Being the member state in which the civil war resides in, the Ba’ath Party remained as the
dominant party ever since Syria became independent from France following the second World War.
Syria has seen the rule of both Hafez al-Assad and his son Bashar al-Assad since the 1970s. Enacting
policies benefiting individuals with direct connections to the government, Syrian civilians have since then
voiced their displeasure at the state of affairs.
The Syrian government has been condemned on multiple occasions for violations of human
rights, massacres, and chemical attacks on citizens. Violations of human rights include the rights of free
expression, association, and assembly. Human rights activists have been tortured in prison-like
conditions and killed. Despite multiple attempts at peace in the region, international intervention has led
to more disputes and greater conflict between Syrian government forces and the FSA.
Russia
Perhaps the largest supporter of al-Assad, Russian Armed Forces were granted access on
September 30, 2015. Airstrikes on rebel forces followed shortly after Russian intervention, leading to
international condemnation, particularly from rebel-backing member states.
Russia, in the UNSC, has tried to amend resolution number 2249 aimed at urging UN members
to “redouble and coordinate their efforts to prevent and suppress terrorist acts committed specifically by
ISIL also known as Da’esh as well as ANF, and all other individuals, groups, undertakings, and entities
associated with Al-Qaeda.” Russia’s amendment was seen as an attempt to legitimize Assad’s authority
within the region, and was promptly blocked by other Western powers.
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Since the attempt, Russia has continually sent resources and military aid to the al-Assad
government. Surprisingly, however, Russia has also been the catalyst for many peace talks, including
the ceasefire on July 7, 2017.
The United States of America (US/USA)
The US, at the start of the conflict, began by indirectly combating al-Assad through the support
and training of rebel forces. Costing more than $500 million USD, the program failed. The United States
would move on to continually supply anti-government rebel forces with arms and weaponry.
Without approval from neither Congress’ nor the United Nations’, the US launched 59 Tomahawk
missiles at Sharyat air base, gaining condemnation from Russia. In addition, after the United States
downed Syrian Su-22 fighter jet in June 2017, Russia has since reacted by escalating tensions in the
skies, marking all US jets as targets.
The Free Syrian Army
Consisting of defected Syrian Army officers, the FSA was formed on July 29, 2011. The initial
goal of the FSA was to protect civilian protesters from violence by the government and enact democratic
government reform. The FSA reached a size of at least 25,000 members by December 2011 and has
since then decided to establish headquarters in northern Syria as of 2012.
The FSA has gained international support from the United States through a $123 million USD
financial transaction aimed at training rebel forces. Fighting both ISIS and the Syrian government, the
FSA remained uncoordinated and fragmented as of 2015. Many rebels trained by the US, Turkey, or
Saudi Arabia joined other rebel groups or ISIS, further taxing the FSA’s ability to operate.
The Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant/ The Islamic State of Iraq and Syria (ISIL/ISIS/Da’esh)
The “strongest group” as described by the Syrian Observatory of Human rights imposed strict
Sharia law over territory under its control. Originally affiliated with al-Qaeda, the group is led by Abu Bakr
al-Baghdadi, and has an estimated 7,000 forces from around the world. ISIS has been condemned with
the violation of multiple human rights and for not tolerating on-Islamist militia groups, journalists, and
expelled members. The organization succeed in capturing a third of Syria by August 2014, and has since
attacked the Syrian government, Turkish rebel groups, and the FSA on multiple occasions.
The Syrian government did not issue a legitimate response until ISIS gained control of the
majority of Syria’s oil and gas production means. By July 2014, ISIS was able to recruit an extra 6,300
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fighters from Kurdish forces, FSA defectors, and other international defectors. ISIS continues to fight in
the three-way deadlock, being the target of multiple UN resolutions aimed at destroying the group’s
operations in Syria.

Timeline of Events
Date

Description of event
Protests begin when pro-democratic forces march on Damascus. Protesters are

March 15, 2011

met with armed resistance from government forces, with six protesters detained.
Hamza al-Khateeb is tortured and killed.
Armed rebellion begins in the region, with the formation of the Free Syrian Army

July 2011

composed of defected Syrian Armed Forces officers. This is the first record of
armed conflict between rebel forces and al-Assad’s forces.
Kofi Annan, the 7th Secretary General of the United Nations, attempts to enact

April 2012

a peace treaty in Syria. The attempt backfires and conflicts escalate as rebel
forces accuse government officials of breaking the peace treaty.

May 25th, 2012
June 12, 2012

108 people are summarily executed by al-Assad’s forces in what is known as
the Houla massacre.
The United Nations formally declares Syria to be in a state of civil war. Conflict
begins to spread towards Damascus and Aleppo.
Government forces are able to breach a blockade of two major military bases,

April 17, 2013

gaining momentum and being able to resupply front-line efforts in pushing rebel
forces out of Aleppo.
Rebel forces capture a major military checkpoint in Daraa, a critical point of

June 28, 2013

contention. The Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant beings to make its first
appearance in the conflict.
The Syrian government launches a chemical attack in Damascus, resulting in
thousands of casualties. Government forces push into the region the following

August 21, 2013

week, earning al-Assad international condemnation and a call for the
disarmament of the Syrian Arab Army’s chemical Weapon of Mass Destruction
(WMD) capabilities.

June 3, 2014

The first presidential election of Syria with more than one presidential candidate
takes place. Bashar al-Assad wins with 88.7% of the votes.
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The United States begins participation in the Syrian Civil War by providing B-1
September 23, 2014

bombers, F-16, F-18 fighter jets, and Predator Drones to rebel forces. Bombing
runs are conducted mainly on ISIS-held territories.
Bashar al-Assad issues a formal request for aid to the Russian Aerospace
Forces, who promptly began a string of airstrikes against ISIS-held territories
and anti-government forces. The United States responds by authorizing support

September 30, 2015

for the Syrian opposition. (Although not explicitly mentioned, ISIS, the FSA, and
the Syrian Arab Army have been alternating and taking different territories in the
period of time between September 2014 and September 2015. Dates have not
been included due to insignificance and redundancy.)

October 8, 2015

The Pentagon announces that its $500 million USD program to train Syrian
rebels has failed. The CIA continues to arm anti-government forces.
Peace talks initiated by the United States, Russia, Turkey, and Saudi Arabia are

October 30, 2015

held in Vienna. Talks are inconclusive due to conflicts regarding the future of
Bashar al-Assad.

November 20, 2015
November 24, 2015

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) authorizes the use of force and
passes Resolution 2249 aimed at suppressing terrorist acts in Syria.
Turkey downs a Russian warplane and raises concerns over airspace,
escalating tensions.
UNSC resolution 2254 is passed, a crucial resolution in establishing the

December 18, 2015

framework for “peace in Syria.” Although not directly effective at addressing
conflict, it would be referenced heavily in later resolutions.
THe UNSC passes Resolution 2268 that endorsed a deal on “cessation of

February 26, 2016

hostilities” within Syria. The ceasefire would begin on February 2, but would not
last for more than five months.
Without approval from neither Congress nor the UNSC, the US launches 59

Apil 7, 2017

Tomahawk cruise missiles at Sharyat Air Base, the first direct attack on Syrian
forces.

July 7, 2017

The US, Russia, and Jordan agree to a ceasefire in parts of southwestern Syria.
Russia assures the international community that al-Assad would abide.
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Relevant UN Treaties and Events
●

Humanitarian aid access to Syria, 22 February 2014 ( S/RES/2139)

●

Syria Chemical Weapons Joint Investigative Mechanism, 7 August 2015 ( S/RES/2235)

●

Prevention and suppression of Daesh terrorist attacks, 20 November 2015 ( S/RES/2249)

●

Road Map for Peace in Syria, 18 December 2015 ( S/RES/2254)

●

Cessation of hostilities pact in Syria, 26 February 2016 ( S/RES/2268)

Previous Attempts to solve the Issue
Multiple attempts at ceasefire and peace treaties in Syria have proven to be futile. Despite being
led by Permanent 5 (P5) nations of the UNSC, attempts have failed for a multitude of reasons. For
example, on the first ceasefire attempt in May of 2012, FSA and government forces ignored the call for a
ceasefire, fighting before, during, and after the talks. The talks backfired on the parties, as conflict was
shown to escalate after the attempt. Peace talks initially failed due to both government and rebel forces
choosing to ignore the talks and progress with attempts to push their respective agendas.
A second attempt at ceasefire occurred as the UNSC adopted resolution 2268, a US-Russian
deal on “cessation of hostilities.” The agreement excluded the UN-deemed terrorist organizations. The
truce began to break apart a month later, as Russian/Iranian-backed forces captured Palmyra and began
assaulting the FSA. The truce completely unraveled by early July of 2016, and fighting escalated yet
again.
On September 12, 2016, a third US-Russian brokered ceasefire came into effect. Five days later,
US forces bombed Syrian army forces near Deir ez-Zor, supposedly by accident. Russia deemed the
attack intentional and the Syrian Army declared to no longer observe the truce just one week after its
ratification by the international community.
Yet another ceasefire attempt was made in December of 2016. Again excluding terrorist groups,
the ceasefire lasted for a month before rebel forces disengaged from talks, citing that government forces
had violated the ceasefire. Continuing, the ceasefire broke down and collapsed by February 2017,
leading to more fighting between government forces and the FSA.
Russia, Iran, Turkey signed an agreement in May 2017 to create four de-escalation zones. The
ceasefire came into effect on May 6, with the US launching 59 Tomahawk missiles only 12 days later.
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A final attempt at ceasefire occurred on July 7, 2017. The US, Russia, and Jordan agreed to a
ceasefire in a part of southwestern Syria, with Russia assuring that Assad would abide by the
agreement. US President Donald J. Trump has since decided to halt the CIA program to equip and train
anti-government rebel groups, and has proceeded with peace talks at the time of writing.

Possible Solutions
The Security Council can make another attempt at complete ceasefire, as the current ceasefire
appears to be holding (at the time of writing). However, this has proven to be ineffective for many
reasons. Firstly, the ceasefire attempts do not grant any side “victory;” the attempts simply stop both
sides in their efforts in fighting for what they want. Al-Assad wants to cement his rule and remove
anti-government forces, while the FSA and other rebel groups support democratic reform. Ceasefires are
meaningless as long as the two groups remain at conflicting stances against each other. This may be
quelled by talks, agreements, treaties - the feasibility of such actions has yet to be proven in light of past
attempts. The main difference between future attempts and past attempts can be in ensuring bipartisan
approval through enforcement via international involvement. In a sense, to prevent rebel forces from
fighting against government forces once more, or vice versa, a possible solution would be to have the
supporting nations of each side support and/or back the ceasefire. This requires consensus and
upholding from both sides of the agreement, however, marking it as a difficult, but not impossible solution
to the issue at hand.
Another possible solution would involve the inclusion of Non-governmental organizations (NGO).
Agencies such as the World Food Program (WFP), United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), and the
UNHCR that may be able to aid against the conflict in Syria in some way. Including NGOs will not only
ensure that a internationally recognized force is assisting with the resolution of conflicts in the area,
something that has been proven possible in the past. However, with NGOs comes a couple main issues.
Firstly, NGOs are effective at relieving short-term issues, yet, when tasked with long-term projects,
require a substantial amount of funding. NGOs can operate effectively mainly because forces in the
region must first respond to their arrival in some way, shape, or form. When exposed over long periods
of time, however, history has shown that rebel and government forces tend to ignore NGO presence in
the long run. NGOs can be a great tool in assisting the conflicts in Syria, but, alone, can not be the only
solution to resolve all conflicts in the area.
A third possible solution involves the cooperation of the international community in standing up
for the people of Syria. Through the airdropping of humanitarian resources, civilians in the region can
remain sustained for prolonged periods of time, but this can only be done if international communities
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agree on conflict-free airspace where such aid can be given to residents. In addition, while airdrops
occur, the international community must also appeal to Syrian-state supporters that commit war crimes in
order to persuade the nations to cut support for Syria and own up to their violations of human rights.
This, however, can only be achieved through extensive negotiations between supporters of both sides,
and, ultimately, may be able to create an autonomous settlement for rebel forces within the state. Should
the international community successfully persuade supporters of al-Assad to understand and take
responsibility for their war crimes as well as the conflict, it is very probable that such resolution would
allow the Syrian government and rebels to reach a compromise, ultimately ending the conflict.
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Introduction
The Situation in the Central African Republic , otherwise referred to as the Central African
Republic Civil War, is an ongoing, multi-sided conflict that officially started in late 2012. Prior to the
conflict, however, political turmoil and disapproval of former president Francois Bozize as well as multiple
accounts of human rights abuses within the nation had already seen the nation within a state of turmoil
for over a decade.
The Central African Republic (CAR), as of today, sees conflict in the form of, primarily, religious
intolerance. Main belligerents, such as the Seleka Coalition and the Anti-Balaka are accused of human
rights abuses, such as the deliberate incineration of villages, pillaging and rape, as well as denying the
freedom to practice religion in many districts of the Central African Republic. In addition, all factions
involved in the war, regardless of affiliation, have all been accused of revenge killing, or exacting
revenge on behalf of another individual.
Roots of the conflict began with president Francois Bozize. Bozize, up until 2007, had been
fighting local rebels over a multitude of reasons, including religious intolerance. In 2007, a peace
agreement was signed into action between government and rebel forces. A rebel group, known as the
Seleka Coalition, led by a man by the name of Michel Djotodia, rose up against Bozize again, citing the
government’s inability to abide by their peace agreements.
As of late 2012, the government of President François Bozize was successfully overthrown by
the Seleka coalition. The Seleka coalition managed to successfully capture Bangui, the capital of the
Central African Republic (CAR). Since their successful campaign, the Seleka coalition proceeded to
seize control of 15 out of 16 total precincts of the nation, and beginning a long reign of terror to last.
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Unbounded by law, the government imposed by the Seleka coalition has since neglected the country’s
constitution, and began a lasting era of tyrannical rule.
Seleka rule, spearheaded by Michel Djotodia, took flight with armed assault and violence across
many districts of the country, ranging from the destruction of various homes and villages to the deliberate
raping of women and the kidnapping of children. The CAR has been recorded as a notorious region for
volatile politics and a fragile image of peace, which had been previously protected by a peace treaty
following decades of violence in the region. Djotodia’s actions have sparked a new era, one in which
tyrannical rule is going unchecked due to the overthrowing of the existing constitution.
When the Human Rights Watch initiated inspections in the CAR in 2013, Djotodia denied all
accusations of human rights violations. Despite the closed courts, public services, health care, schools,
and overall lack of public services, Djotodia continued to tell the international community that Seleka
actions in the CAR were justified, and that all processes are fair to the general community. Humanitarian
resources have always been, and still are, rare overall in the CAR, due to the country’s poor
socioeconomic status, but have also worsened in part due to Djotodia’s actions.
With the Human Rights Watch already condemning CAR for multiple violations of human rights,
nothing has yet to be done about the current situation. And, following Djotodia’s untimely resignation in
2014, the CAR is in an unusual state whilst lacking any form of governance or organization overall.

Definition of Key Terms
Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR)
Adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on 10 December 1948 at the Palais de Chaillot,
Paris, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is a document identifying the common standards
for fundamental human rights across the world. The UDHR, while passed and implemented, has
proven to be a hard task to enforce, especially in countries combatting severe human rights issues,
such as the CAR, which may be due to lack of governance or a variety of various issues impairing
the overall ability of the country to uphold the document.
Seleka (Séléka CPSK-CPJP-UFDR)
Meaning “coalition” in Sango, the Seleka coalition is an alliance consisting of various rebel militia
factions. Responsible for the overthrowing of the CAR government on March 24, 2013, the leader of
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the Seleka Coalition, Michel Djotodia, seized power and became the “president” of the CAR until his
resignation in 2014. While mostly Muslim, the Seleka Coalition has been recorded committing
countless acts of human rights violations, ranging from rape, kidnapping, the recruitment of child
soldiers, and attacks against schools and hospitals. The Seleka coalition remains as the most
dominant group in the CAR, even after the Seleka’s official banning by Djotodia in 2014.
Michel Djotodia
Originally the leader of the Seleka Coalition, Djotodia became the self elected president of the CAR
after the deliberate overthrowing of the previous government through the Seleka Coalition. Djotodia’s
reign from 2013 to 2014 was left unchecked by law, and has since then been charged with multiple
accounts of human rights violations, both by the United Nations and the Human Rights Watch.
Although Djotodia has denied the majority of the alleged accusations, Djotodia made a surprising
move in declaring the Seleka coalition as “disbanded” as of September 2013. While the members of
the Seleka Coalition continue to commit atrocities throughout the CAR, Djotodia himself resigned
from his position as president in 2014 and has since then lived on as a CAR official under United
States (US) sanction.
Anti-Balaka
The Anti-Balaka are a group of militants residing in the CAR. Composed primarily of Christians, the
Anti-Balaka is arguably the biggest resisting force against Seleka forces. Forming after Michel
Djotodia’s rise to power in 2013, the Christian-dominated group has been recorded forcibly
converting Muslim individuals in the region towards Christianity. After Djotodia’s resignation in 2014,
the Anti-Balaka have since engaged in greater amounts of large-scale conflicts against ex-Seleka
members across the nation. Most of the Anti-Balaka’s actions have been directed towards Muslim
individuals in particular, with recorded massacres and, as a result, forcing thousands of Muslims to
flee the country.

Background Information
Seleka formation
In August of 2012, several vigilante organizations joined forces. The CPJP, led by Colonel
Hassan Al Habib, joined forces with the Patriotic Convention for Saving the Country (CPSK). Initially, the
cooperation of the two organizations was enacted to protest the supposed violation of the peace
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agreement by the Bozize administration. Named “Operation Charles Massi”, a CPJP founder who was
tortured and killed at the hands of Bozize after being suspected of a coup d’etat, the group, operating
under the French name for alliance, attacked the towns of Sibut, Damara, and Dekoa. Capturing military
personnel, civilian vehicles, weapons, and communications equipment, an infant Seleka Coalition began
to gain grounds within the CAR through the capturing of multiple cities to follow. The CPJP, at this time,
cited that the attacks were a result of Chadian “thieves.”
The goal of the initial group, however, was to capture the CAR’s capital: Bangui. At this time, the
Seleka Coalition fully formed with the inclusion of the Union of Democratic Forces for Unity (UFDR).
Through the capture of Bangui, the group hoped to make a statement regarding the government’s
inability to make progress after the ending of a previous conflict, known as the Bush war.

A map of the CAR and associated conflicts

Seleka forces, now almost fully formed, began a push on Kabo in December 2012, and, with the
recruitment of the Democratic Front of the Central African People (FDPC), the Seleka coalition as we
see it today was completely formed. The coalition moved on Bambari, the CAR’s third largest town and
followed with Kaga-Bandoro the day after. Having angered many residents, protesters gathered in front
of the French embassy in Bangui on December 26, 2012, and began throwing stones, burning tires, and
demolishing the French flag. The protesters, unsatisfied with the government’s inability to deal with rebel
forces, began to accuse the United States and France for their lack of help.
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With rebel forces closing in on Damara, Bozize requested that France intervened to assist with
dealing with rebel forces. While the Seleka coalition made efforts to have the army surrender, conflict
ensued between government forces and rebels, leading to over 1000 deaths in December alone and
marking an official beginning to the Central African Republic Civil War.
Bozize loses power
On December 27, 2012, Bozize made an international plea to France and the United States for
assistance with rebel forces within the nation. France immediately denied the appeal, citing that French
troops would only be used to protect French interests in the CAR and not for Bozize’s government. The
United States (US/USA) responded by evacuating US citizens from the area.
Government forces attempted to push rebel forces out of Bambari on December 28, with civilian
sources citing that detonations and gunfire could be heard over 60 km out. The attack was unsuccessful,
with Bambari remaining under rebel control. During this, however, foreign ministers in the Economic
Community of Central African States (ECSAS) began to rally troops from the Multinational Force for
Central Africa (FOMAC) to help support the country’s anti-rebel forces. Rebels agreed to unconditional
talks with the CAR government, and attempted to reach peace negotiations by January 10, 2013. More
and more CAR residents, at the time of conflict, had begun fleeing to neighboring nations, such as
Cameroon, beginning to attract further international attention.
Rebel forces took the town of Sibut without a single bullet on December 29, and, with Damara,
the only city between the Seleka and the capital, more and more civilians fled the nation. The CAR
government ordered a 1900 to 0500 curfew and banned motorcycle taxis out of fear that rebel forces
would use them as spies in Bangui.
On December 30, 2012, Bozize agreed to a potential truce with the Seleka coalition. Despite this,
however, more troops from the FOMAC began to arrive in Damara, and rebel forces continued their push
on Bangui. Over 400 soldiers were deployed, and Bozize took over the state defense ministry while
criticizing his subordinates for their inability to repel the rebel advance. Bozize began to pull forces from
across the southern nations of Africa and began a ceasefire attempt again on January 11, 2013. With
rebel forces demanding the release of political prisoners and the acceptance of rebel forces into the
national army as well as the expulsion of South African forces within the CAR, the government chose not
to comply with demands, reinstating conflict. Gambo and Bangassou fell to rebel forces within 72 hours.
By March 22, 2013, rebel forces pushed on Bangui. Government forces attempted to hold against
the encroaching rebel forces through the use of one attack helicopter, which was shot down within a day.
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Rebels entered Bangui and cut off power and water supplies as they pushed on Bozize’s private
residence. Finally, on March 24, 2013, Bozize fled to the Democratic Republic of the Congo, leaving
rebel forces in control of the presidential palace and the capital.
Following the successful invasion of the capital, Michel Djotodia declared himself president on
March 28, 2013.

Michel Djotodia, former president of the Central African Republic

Michel Djotodia and the Seleka Coalition
Michel Djotodia’s self-declared presidency was challenged by other African leaders such as
Chad; instead, the nations proposed that the CAR form a transitional council in preparation for elections
instead of a self-declared presidency within 18 months. Djotodia complied.
The transitional council of 105 members met on April 13, 2013 and elected Michel Djotodia as
interim president, as he was the only candidate. In a display of disapproval, other African leaders stated
that he would not be recognized as the President of the Republic, but rather, as the Head of State of the
Transition. According to transition sources, Djotodia would not qualify to run as a candidate in the
election succeeding the transition.
Djotodia disbanded the Seleka coalition on September 13, 2013, citing that the group had lost
effective control. Ex-seleka members, however, continued to conduct abuses on human rights in the
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CAR. Self-defense militias known as Anti-balaka were organized to fight ex-seleka forces. Anti-balaka
forces would attempt to overthrow Djotodia on December 5, 2013, resulting in the deaths of over 1,000
civilians. The raid failed, and Djotodia’s interim presidency remained.
On May 14, Prime Minister Nicolas Tiangaye requested the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC) to aid CAR efforts by deploying peacekeepers. Former president Bozize was also charged with
crimes against humanity and incitement of genocide a week later. The UNSC would authorize up to
6,000 peacekeepers to enter the nation within the next month.
Michel Djotodia and Nicolas Tiangaye resigned on January 10, 2014. Despite his resignation,
however, conflict still continued in the region as to the legitimacy of the upcoming election and militia
advances on local residences. Conflict against Muslims in CAR intensified, as Christian residents
attempted to expunge the area of Muslims. Accounts show that gunmen had even gone to the extent of
firing a rocket propelled grenade (RPG) to stop Muslims trying to flee the nation, resulting in 22 deaths in
the following violence. The UN issued a warning of genocide and urged member states to curb travel to
the CAR.
The National Transit Council succeeded in prolonging political stasis in the CAR until elections
were able to be held. On January 20, 2014, Catherine Samba-Panza was elected as the interim
president as a result of second round voting, gaining praise and support from UN Secretary General Ban
Ki-moon. Samba-Panza’s presidency was accepted by both the ex-Seleka and the anti-Balaka, as she
ran on a platform of neutrality and peace away from clan clashes.
Conflicts between ex-Seleka and anti-balaka forces
Anti-Muslim violence continued after the election of Samba-Panza. Lynching, robberies, and mob
violence were only a few of the efforts conducted by Christians of the CAR to “remove” Muslims from the
nation.
Muslims in Boali, for example, hid from sectarian violence in a church with MISCA troops for
security, whereas, those less fortunate appeared in cases such as one where eight Muslims were killed,
with another seven wounded in a mob in Bangui. The United States, at this point in the conflict, had
begun to issue public statements considering sanctions against nations supporting the CAR
government’s efforts in anti-Muslim efforts. The UNSC approved sending European Union troops with a
mandate to use force on January 29, along with threats of sanctions against nations responsible for the
violence.
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Anti-Balaka forces pose for a picture outside of Bangui

UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon warned of a de facto partition to split the country into
Christian and Muslim regions as a result of the sectarian fighting and called the conflict an “urgent test”
for the UN and fellow member states. Amnesty International was called upon, condemning the
anti-Balaka forces of causing a “Muslim exodus of historic proportions.” Samba-Panza directed poverty
and failure of governance as the cause of the conflict. French forces in the country were criticized as
being unable to deal with Christian militia mobs.
Former Seleka rebels began to regroup in northern regions of the country, and formed a militia
force named Justice et Redressment. While its goals were unknown, it was speculated that the group
attempted to destabilize the region further in order to allow various third-party groups to pursue their own
agendas. In the southwest region of the CAR, anti-Balaka forces began a series of killings against
Muslim residents. Desperate for humanitarian aid, Samba-Panza reached out to the United Nations.
After a period of time, however, UN humanitarian coordinator Abdou Dieng confirmed that only ⅕ of the
allocated funds had arrived in the nation to fight food shortages.
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Seleka rebels killed 30 in a Catholic church on May 28, 2014. In response, the anti-Balaka killed
18 civilians in the mainly-Muslim village of Bambari. Seleka rebels responded by killing another 10
anti-Balaka members. After a series of talks, a ceasefire was signed on July 24, 2014 in the Republic of
Congo between Seleka and anti-Balaka forces. Mediated by Congolese president Denis Sassou
Nguesso, the Seleka coalition had initially pushed for a formal partition of the CAR, with Muslims in the
North and Christians in the South, but dropped their demand as talks continued. Military components of
both factions declared the ceasefire meaningless, as they believed that their delegates had not been
representative of forces on the ground and their beliefs. As a result, conflict escalated, and another
peace talk was attempted in Nairobi, Kenya in April, 2015. The attempt was not recognized by the
French as “legitimate” due to the parties being illegitimate in the eyes of the French. To compensate, the
Bangui National Forum, a reconciliation conference initiated by the government in Bangui, adopted a
Republican Pact for Peace, National Reconciliation and Reconstruction and the signature of a
Disarmament, Demobilization, Rehabilitation, and Repatriation agreement.
The contract effectively partitioned the country with Ex-Seleka forces in the North and east, while
Anti-Balaka forces resided in the south and west. While conflicts decreased across both sides, sporadic
fighting continued. To counteract increasing violence yet again, however, the UNSC deployed 10,000
peacekeepers to the region. In the span of time since the initial deployment of peacekeepers to the CAR
in 2014 to the aforementioned deployment, however, multiple peacekeepers had been condemned for
violations of human rights. Peacekeepers had allegedly robbed and pillaged civilians’ homes, and, on top
of that, raped and abused local residents. UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon responded by
condemning the actions, yet troops were kept in the nation.
After a peaceful election in 2016, Faustin-Archange Touadera was elected president. France
announced that peacekeeping operations were to be ended within the country, calling the operation a
success. As a result, however, armed entrepreneurs have set up checkpoints to collect illegal taxes and
take millions of dollars from illegal trades, such as coffee, minerals, and timber. This, in turn, led to the
formation of at least 14 armed groups by 2017, each of which were competing for land within the nation.
Four of the factions were formed by Ex-Seleka members who, when combined, control roughly 60% of
the nation’s territory.
Wartime atrocities
Throughout the conflict, multiple violations of human rights were recorded. Since gaining
international condemnation, however, the international community has since then been aware of such
actions, passing resolutions on efforts to mitigate such actions
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Ethnic violence and religious discrimination
Ex-Seleka forces targeted the Fulani people, who make up the Union for Peace in the Central
African Republic (UPC). The UPC were the biggest supporters of the FPRC, and ex-Seleka
forces attempted to dissuade the FPRC’s agenda by deliberately conducting house-to-house
searchings, lootings, killings, and abductions
Miscellaneous acts of violence
Human rights abuses such as the use of child soldiers, killings, rape, torture, and kidnappings
were all recorded since early 2013. Peacekeepers, Ex-Seleka, and anti-Balaka forces have all
been convicted of such crimes. In addition, rebel groups such as the aforementioned have also
been involved in mass killings and prison breaks, such as in the case of Nagaragba Central
Prison. As of 2017, only eight of 35 prisons have been left functioning

Major Countries and Organizations Involved
The Central African Republic
The Central African Republic has had consistent political turmoil following its freedom from
France in 1960. While lacking governance in general, Michel Djotodia’s actions do not help the nation in
stabilizing its already weak infrastructure. Lack of basic resources, education, housing, and finances are
not uncommon in the region. Furthermore, law enforcement, a functioning judiciary system, and any form
of legal legitimacy concerning the regulation of the many militia groups within the nation are nowhere to
be found.  As government forces continue to commit acts against human rights long after Djotodia’s
resignation in addition to the endless streams of revenge killings, the CAR lacks an entity capable of
regulating and enforcing any legitimate laws in the region to stabilize the country in general.
The United Nations Commissioner for Human Rights
The United Nations Commissioner for Human Rights in addition to many United Nations
organizations have issued countless mandates regarding the overall status of the region. It is apparent
that the actions occurring in the region have attracted the attention of multiple UN organizations;
however, so far, all attempts to date have been a failure. With the introduction of peacekeeping forces to
the region, the situation has only worsened with allegations of rape and other various human rights
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violations directed at peacekeeping forces. MINUSCA continues to be active in the region, with over
9,000 peacekeeping forces still active in the region.
The United States of America
One of the biggest providers of funding for projects and actions affiliated with the Central African
Republic, the United States of America formally enlisted a sanction against Michel Djotodia as of May 12,
2014. The United States, being one of the biggest supporters of the CAR, have deployed forces,
effective as of October 2011 to the CAR as an assisting force to groups pursuing the Lord’s Resistance
Army (LRA)  as well as established an embassy in the CAR. Although temporarily closed in 2012 due to
the Seleka Convention’s actions, it remains open to this day.
Cameroon
Home to more than 260,000 refugees, with 60% displaced in 2013 alone, Cameroon is one of the
biggest nations offering shelter to refugees. As tensions began to escalate in the CAR, thousands of
refugees flooded the borders to Cameroon as far back as the early 2000s. With a great amount of
refugees seeking aid in Cameroon, it’s no surprise that up to 1 out of 3 refugee children suffer from
malnutrition. In addition, previous funding that was allocated towards assisting the refugee crisis of 2013,
as donated by many nations such as the United States, did not find their way to Cameroon. An
estimation of only 4.2 million out of 22.6 million USD have been successfully transferred to Cameroon to
aid its refugee crisis, resulting in a drastic lack in resources overall.
France
The largest supporter of operations within the CAR, France remains as the largest provider of
military assistance to the government of CAR. Initially firm on their attitude in only protecting state
interests, France has assisted in sending over 4,000 armed peacekeeping forces to the CAR as of 2017.
France has, since the election of Catherine Samba-Panza declared their peacekeeping efforts a success
and has since then withdrew peacekeeping forces from the nation.
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Timeline of Events
Date

Description of Event

December 31, 2012

The Seleka Coalition is officially formed and begins a campaign to overtake
various districts of the CAR in an attempt to overthrow residing president
François Bozizé.

January 5, 2013

The Seleka Coalition take Alindao, marking the 11th captured territory under
Seleka Control.

January 11, 2013

President François Bozizé and the Seleka Coalition negotiate to allow Bozizé to
complete his term as president, which is set to end in 2016.

March 24, 2013

Seleka forces successfully invade and capture Bangui, the nation’s capital.
Bozizé flees to Cameroon. Michel Djotodia, presiding leader of the Seleka
Coalition, makes a statement declaring himself as president until the end of
Bozizé’s original term.

March 26, 2013

Djotodia publicly announces the dissolving of the nation’s constitution,
parliament, and government. Pillaging begins as the mix of civilians and Seleka
forces overwhelm Bangui.

April 1, 2013

Djotodia publicly declares himself minister of defense and appoints fellow
members of the Seleka Coalition as members of the reigning “government.”

April 13, 2013

Djotodia is unanimously voted president by the National Transitional Council.

April 16, 2013

The UN High Commissioner for Human Rights begins raising awareness
regarding "a wide range of alleged grave violations" including rape, torture,
kidnappings and targeted killings occurring in the CAR.

August 19, 2013

Felix Ndalle Ngando, a Cameroonian police official is killed by Seleka forces
loyal to Djotodia. In response, the border between Cameroon and CAR is
closed, cutting off escape for all refugees.
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September 13, 2013

Djotodia announces the disbanding of the Seleka Coalition. Although the group
is officially disbanded, ex-members continue to commit acts of violence around
the CAR.

October 23, 2013

UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon requests the deployment of 250 troops to
the CAR in an attempt to preserve what little functioning humanitarian resources
the nation has remaining.

January 10, 2014

Djotodia resigns amidst growing pressure from the international community
criticizing his inability to effectively control and govern the region.

January 20, 2014

Catherine Samba-Panza is elected as interim president as a result of second
round voting in the CAR.

January 11, 2014

Djotodia flees to Benin, where he is officially declared in exile.

April 10, 2014

The UN Security Council unanimously approves 12,000 peacekeepers to be
deployed into the CAR.

May 9, 2014

The UN Security Council orders sanctions against three CAR leaders. Former
President Bozizé is included.

May 15, 2014

President Barack Obama issues an official sanction against three more CAR
leaders, this time with Michel Djotodia on the list.

Relevant UN Treaties and Events
●

Sanctions on the Central African Republic, 27 January 2017 ( S/RES/2339)

●

Report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the situation of human
rights in the Central African Republic 19 February 2014(A/HRC/25/43)

●

Report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the situation of human
rights in the Central African Republic (A/HRC/24/59)

 Research Report | Page 13 of 17

The Hague International Model United Nations, Singapore 2017| XIII Annual Session

Previous Attempts to solve the Issue
As mentioned previously, the United Nations has made an effort to increase peacekeeper
influence in the Central African Republic in an attempt to stabilize the region. However, this attempt has
been a catastrophic failure and has only added onto the severity in which human rights are being
violated. For instance, on December 23, 2013, Chadian peacekeepers were recorded opening fire on
crowds utilizing peaceful protests to combat the growing peacekeeper count in the nation. Following that,
on January 14, 2014, another record from the UN Human Rights team operating in the CAR reported
that Chadian individuals, including multiple peacekeepers, had carried out mass killings in the region, on
top of multiple accusations of rape and deliberate killing of innocent civilians. All in all, the peacekeeping
effort in the CAR has not proven to be effective in any way, shape, or form. Although this has been
proven multiple times in the past, only 25% of the peacekeeping troops have been withdrawn, leaving
another 9,000 in the nation.
Also mentioned previously, the United Nations has also been recorded issuing out sanctions against
leaders of the CAR, although to no recordable result as of these sanctions. While sanctions have been
imposed, there has been no direct action to solidify the governing capabilities of the CAR, nor have there
been any in recent years. So far, the international initiative has only been to supply constant funding
towards the region, in hopes that it will eventually pull itself out of political turmoil. Even this has not been
proven to be effective, as over 60 to 75% of the funding is not received by the correct organizations
responsible for aiding the cause if not received at all.

Possible Solutions
Increasing the role of NGOs in the re-establishment of government presence within the region is
a first step in eliminating human rights violations in the region overall. Without a capable governing body
with a recognized constitution and the power to enact different actions within the nation, nothing can be
done to alleviate the issue at hand. Law enforcement, a judicial system, and even public services such
as schools can’t run without governmental support.
Some of the pros of such solutions may stem from having NGOs help out the CAR directly, this
not only preserves any question of national sovereignty, but also ensures that a trustworthy organization
recognized by the international community is leading efforts to rebuild the governmental structure of the
CAR. Although a very common solution, having NGOs assist the rebuilding of the CAR may come in
many shapes and forms, such as providing medical assistance where needed as well as temporary
security against militant factions. The main “risk” of employing an NGO comes in its transparency. The
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NGO’s prerequisite for even being considered to undertake such a task lies in its ability to carry out the
act without potentially becoming corrupt in the process and deviating from its original goal. Although it is
highly unlikely that NGOs such as Amnesty International and the Human Rights Watch will become
corrupt by potentially assisting the CAR, the possibility of a “corrupt NGO” is still very much probable.
Furthermore, the cost of having NGOs operate for an extended period of time is staggering, which
means that, unless the NGO can achieve its goal in establishing and stabilizing CAR’s political system
and law enforcement, NGO employment may not be the best option. Since NGOs tend to be more
effective in short “operations” rather than long, drawn out stays in a particular region, it is very vital that
the NGO completes their task in a short amount of time to minimize further resource depletion.
Direct international involvement may also assist in pulling CAR out of its current situation. Should
nations directly send troops and supplies to help CAR, situations such as rape victims being unable to
access basic medical resources, or malnutrition in refugees in the region may be alleviated at least for
the time being. With direct international support, direct action can be guaranteed in addition to
international cooperation. While this may or may not only be done by the immediate allies of the CAR,
direct influence from the international community may stabilize the CAR before it’s slowly rebuilt.
Although direct assistance is immediate and effective, there is no guarantee that the assisting nations do
not violate national sovereignty or begin to impose direct control over the region. While there are certain
countermeasures in place both by the United Nations and overall international community, the risk of a
nation doing so is still probable.
Direct UN influence to revive CAR’s law enforcement capabilities is definitely a probable option.
Seeing as many of the human rights violations come from militant groups within the region, should the
CAR be able to eliminate the groups altogether under a transparent system, it wouldn’t be unreasonable
to believe that the human rights violations in the region would come to a close. With direct UN influence,
progress can be closely monitored in the region. Provided that the circumstances proposed by a
resolution or a direct action allow for it, UN interference could potentially be the tipping point in
re-establishing a dominant governing force capable of keeping militant groups in check. On the other
hand, if the system established by the UN to keep the CAR’s militant factions in check becomes
corrupted or undone, the problem presented at hand would only persist and repeat itself. Without proper
maintenance, CAR’s political system and overall law enforcement may be still vulnerable to attacks by
militant groups such as the Seleka Coalition.
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