
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DISEC 

 HIGH SCHOOL 

DANIEL VILLEGAS HERNANDEZ, MARTINA COCK IRURITA  

 



 

 

 
2 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>ÍNDICE>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>> 

1 

6 

5 

4 

3 

2 

WELCOME LETTER 

INTRODUCTION TO THE COMMISSION 

AND PROTOCOL MANUAL 

SIMULATION TOPIC: INTERVENTION OF 

MERCENARY GROUPS IN MIDDLE 

EASTERN ARMED CONFLICTS 

 

 TOPIC 1: COMPUTER / CYBER CRIMES 

AND NATIONAL SECURITY 

TOPIC 2: THE IMPACT OF TECHNOLOGY 

ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF NON-

CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS 

FINAL RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Comentado [F1]: Intervention* 



 

 

 
3 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

Welcome Letter 
 

Dear delegates,  

It is our pleasure to welcome you to this year’s ASOBILCA Disarmament and 

International Security Committee (DISEC). Our names are Daniel Villegas and Martina 

Cock, and we are both studying in Colegio Bolivar. We are seventeen and sixteen years old 

respectfully, and we both have ten or more models experience. However, it is our first time 

as presidents of ASOBILCA and we are very excited to be leading this commission. 

We were both drawn to DISEC for many reasons, but more than anything because 

the topics of disarmament and national security that the committee treats are more relevant 

and important than ever. As the world around us constantly changes, there are new threats 

and new challenges to the security of nations, and so more than ever it is extremely important 

to be able to treat these threats in a diplomatic space. The impact of DISEC as a commission 

is immense, both in the regions that are disarmed following long periods of conflict, and on 

a global level, in every single country that is protected by security policies and regulations 

established by the committee. For this Model, we have chosen three topics of great 

importance in the modern world we live in. The simulation topic is Intervention of Mercenary 

Groups in Middle Eastern Armed Conflicts, while during the three days of the model we will 

be debating Computer/Cyber Crimes and National Security, and The Impacts of Technology 

on the Development of Non-Conventional Weapons. Especially the two topics we will be 

debating in the model are extremely relevant today, as our world becomes increasingly 

dependent on technological advances and the global community has to deal with the 

consequences of this. We have no doubts that discussing these topics will be an opportunity 

for you to expand your views on current events and their different perspectives. 

But, these topics are in no way easy or simple to debate on. In order to reach the 

Committee’s maximum potential, we expect all delegates to come prepared, and to work hard 

throughout the Model. Every delegate can contribute something to make the debate more 

active and to give new ideas, no matter which delegation they are representing. As a delegate, 

you may need to represent a position you may not agree with and think outside the box to 

come up with solutions to these complex, modern-day issues.  

More than anything, this is a great opportunity and we hope you all find the debates 

enriching. We encourage you to practice your research, communication and debating skills 

in order to be able to get as much as possible out of this experience. We would also like you 

to note that we are here as your presidents to guide you and support you as delegates, so feel 
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free to approach us any time before or during the model. If you have any questions or 

concerns about the Committee, topics, or Model in general, please ask us through the 

commission email (disec.asobilca27@gmail.com) or email us individually at 

(danvillegas@colegiobolivar.org) (mcock@colegiobolivar.org). 

Finally, we hope to make this committee as interesting, educative, and informative as 

possible. We will strive, as your presidents, to make your experiences in Model United 

Nations as enriching as ours has been. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

Daniel Villegas Hernandez and Martina Cock Irurita 

(Presidents of DISEC) 
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Introduction to the Commission 
The United Nations was founded in the last few months of 1945, and along with it 

came the establishment of the UN General Assembly, which would have its first convention 

one year later. That same year, the UN established the Disarmament and International 

Security Committee (DISEC) as the very first of the Main Committees of the United Nations 

General Assembly. It was first created under Chapter IV of the United Nations Charter, with 

intentions of debating and finding international solutions to issues surrounding security and 

disarmament. 

DISEC resolves crises and conflicts both on a large scale that affect the entire 

international community, or also on smaller scales such as regional armed conflicts. 

Basically, it can cover any topics concerning international security within the scope of the 

UN Charter or related to any part of the United Nations. It works closely with other 

institutions like the Geneva-based Conference on Disarmament and the UN Disarmament 

Commission. The topics treated by the DISEC committee fall under seven branches: nuclear 

weapons, other weapons of mass destruction, outer space (disarmament), conventional 

weapons, regional disarmament and security, other disarmament measures and international 

security, and the disarmament machinery.  

This Committee meets once a year for a period of about four to five weeks, usually 

around the months of October and November. During this time, the committee discusses its 

agenda in a general debate, followed by thematic discussions to focus the dialogue more and 

hear from high-level guests or entities that work in disarmament. Finally, the committee votes 

on any resolutions or decisions. Under Article 9 of the UN Charter, all 193 member countries 

of the UN are welcome to attend the first commission of the General Assembly; furthermore, 

all members have an equal vote, there is no veto power, and resolutions are passed by simple 

majority.  

The commission is characterized by the usage of cooperation and dialogue to 

maintain peace and security, as well as alleviating tensions through diplomacy and 

disarmament processes. This also means that DISEC cannot order state actions or military 

actions, but it can recommend these to the Security Council.  
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Sources: 

Permanent Mission of Switzerland to the United Nations. (2011). The GA Handbook - A 

practical guide to the United Nations ... Retrieved from 

https://www.eda.admin.ch/dam/mission-new-york/en/documents/UN_GA__Final.pdf.  

UN. (n.d.). Charter of the United Nations. Retrieved from https://www.un.org/en/charter-

united-nations/index.html.  

United Nations, main body, main organs, General Assembly. (n.d.). Retrieved from 

https://www.un.org/en/ga/first/.  

Protocol Manual for the 

Commission: 
Activities during the model 

Opening speeches- each nation for each topic gives a timed opening speech to present their state 

policies and position. 

Unmoderated caucus- a debate without a fixed speaker’s list in which delegates can raise their 

placards after each intervention if they wish to make use of the floor.  

Moderated caucus- an organized debate in which there is a set speaker’s list and usually a fixed 

time for each intervention 

Lobby time- the time for negotiation between delegates, so that delegations with similar positions 

can get together and write their papers: working paper, draft resolution, and press release. 

Papers- 

Working paper- an initial presentation of a bloc’s proposals, although not as formal as a 

draft resolution as it doesn’t need the strict format of perambulatory and resolutive 

phrases. Usually done in a document or presentation, this paper summarizes the issues 

addressed in debate and proposes possible solutions that will be further expanded in a 

draft resolution. 

Draft resolution- the main paper presented by a bloc with the aim of presenting solutions 

for the topic discussed. The paper is split into two parts: the perambulatory phrases which 

are used to present the problems, and the resolutive that present the solutions. Each 

paper needs at least five perambulatory and seven resolutive clauses. 

https://www.eda.admin.ch/dam/mission-new-york/en/documents/UN_GA__Final.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/charter-united-nations/index.html
https://www.un.org/en/charter-united-nations/index.html
https://www.un.org/en/ga/first/
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Press release- a paper by a delegation or a small group of delegations that have a fixed 

position but not enough members to form an actual bloc. Similar in content to the working 

paper but more official and signed by the heads of each nation. 

Amendments- a proposal made by a delegation to change or add something to a clause in a draft 

resolution, these can be either friendly or unfriendly. These are sent through a written message to 

the chair, and the delegate must be ready to explain their reasons if asked to. 

1. If the heads of block agree, the amendment will pass automatically, and changes will be 

made 

2. If one of the heads of block is against, the amendment will be voted on by the signing 

countries of the paper 

Voting- each draft resolution with enough clauses after the amendments will then pass to voting, 

in which each nation can vote in favour, against, or abstain only if they said present and not 

present and voting during the rollcall. A delegate may ask to give their reasons for their vote. The 

paper passes through a simple majority, that is, half of the commission plus one. During voting, no 

one can enter or leave the room, and communication between delegates is strictly prohibited 

 

Preambulatory clauses 

 Acknowledging  
 Affirming  
 Alarmed by  
 Approving  
 Aware of  
 Believing  
 Bearing in mind  
 Confident  
 Congratulating  
 Contemplating  
 Convinced  
 Declaring  
 Deeply concerned  
 Deeply conscious  
 Deeply convinced  
 Deeply disturbed  
 Deeply regretting  
 Deploring  
 Desiring  
 Emphasising  
 Expecting  
 Fulfilling  
 Fully alarmed  
 Fully aware  

 Further recalling 
 Guided by 
 Having adopted 
 Having considered 
 Having examined  
 Having studied  
 Noting further  
 Noting with appreciation  
 Noting with approval  
 Noting with deep concern  
 Noting with regret  
 Noting with satisfaction  
 Observing  
 Pointing out  
 Reaffirming  
 Realizing  
 Recalling  
 Recognising  
 Referring  
 Reminding  
 Seeking  
 Taking into account  
 Taking into consideration  
 Taking note  
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 Fully believing  
 Further developing  

 Viewing with appreciation  
 Welcoming 
 

 

Resolutive clauses 

 Accepts  
 Affirms  
 Approves  
 Asks  
 Authorises  
 Calls for  
 Calls upon  
 Condemns  
 Congratulates  
 Confirms  
 Declares accordingly  
 Deplores  
 Designates  
 Encourages  
 Endorses  
 Expresses its appreciation  
 Expresses its hope  
 Further invites  
 Further proclaims  
 Further recommends  

 Further requests  
 Further resolves  
 Hopes  
 Invites  
 Proclaims  
 Proposes  
 Recommends  
 Regrets  
 Requests  
 Resolves  
 Seeks  
 Strongly affirms  
 Strongly condemns  
 Strongly urges  
 Suggest  
 Supports  
 Trusts  
 Transmits  
 Urges 

 

 

 

Procedures 

Motion Necessary 
to second? 

Debatable? Can it 
interrupt 
the 
speaker? 

Necessary 
vote 

Purpose 

Open agenda Yes Speaker’s 
list (3 in 
favour and 
3 against) 

No Simple 
majority 

Used to establish 
the order of 
discussion of the 
committee topics 

Point of 
personal 
privilege 

No No Yes Chair Used when a 
delegate has a 
personal problem 
or discomfort that 
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doesn’t allow 
them to continue 

Point of order No No Yes Chair Used to question 
the validity of a 
procedure 

Point of 
information to 
the chair 

No No No Chair Used to address 
the chair with 
questions about 
the procedure 

Grant the 
remaining 
time 

No No No Chair Used to grant the 
leftover time to 
the next speaker 
on a speaker’s list 

Right to reply Yes No Only the 
first time 

Chair Serves to 
counteract an 
intervention that 
directly offends 
your delegation 

Close the 
debate 

Yes Yes, 2 
against 

Yes Simple 
majority 

Used to finalize 
the debate and 
pass directly to 
voting 

Open a debate Yes  No Yes Simple 
majority 

Serves to open an 
unmoderated 
caucus, a 
moderated 
caucus, or lobby 
time 

Suspend 
session 

Yes No Yes Simple 
majority 

Used to suspend 
work at the end of 
each day of the 
model 

Close session Yes  Yes, with 
the chair’s 
discretion 

Yes 2/3 
majority 

Used to suspend 
committee work 
at the end of the 
conference 

Recess Yes No  Yes Chair Used to pass into 
a short recess and 
rest a few minutes 

Divide the 
question 

Yes No  Yes  Simple 
majority 

Serves so the 
commission votes 
each one of the 
resolutive clauses 
of a paper 
independently 
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Motions 

 Motion for lobby time- motion to go to lobby time to discuss and start writing papers 

 Motion to close the debate- motion to pass directly to voting even if debate time hasn’t 

ended. The motion must be voted on. 

 Motion to extend debate- motion to extend the debate when the time has ended 

 Motion to divide the question- Motion to vote each one of the resolutive clauses of a 

paper independently 

 Motion for a moderated or unmoderated caucus- motion to start either an unmoderated 

debate for a certain time or a moderated debate with a speaker’s list. 

 Motion to table down a resolution paper- when a resolution paper doesn’t fill the 

requirements for a paper or is unacceptable in the professional setting of the debate. This 

motion needs to be voted on and leads to a formal debate in favour and against tabling 

down the paper. 

 

Points 

 Point of order- Used to question the validity of a procedure and question when a 

procedure isn’t being followed 

 Point of personal privilege- Used when a delegate has a personal problem or discomfort 

that doesn’t allow them to continue 

 Point of information to the chair- Used when the delegate has any question for the chair  

 Point of information to the speaker- Used to ask a question to the speaker at the end of 

their intervention. During a presentation of a paper, press release, or presentation, these 

questions can be open ended. During a debate, the questions must be closed (yes/no 

answers) unless a point of personal privilege is made to extend.  

 Point of parliamentary procedure- Used to ask a question about parliamentary procedure 

 Right to reply- If a delegation has been directly and explicitly offended by another 

delegation, they can make a right to reply. It can interrupt the commission the first time, 

any times after that it must be sent through a message to the chair. If the chair recognizes 

the offense, the offending delegate will be asked if they want to apologize. 

 Point of relevance- used when a delegate considers another´s intervention as irrelevant 

and off the topic of the commission. This will be judged by the chair.  
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Simulation topic: Intervention of 

mercenary groups in Middle 

Eastern armed conflicts 

Situation context: 

The historical backdrop of mercenary groups in the Middle East is in no way short or 

simple. By the time the United Nations was formed, the great empires of the Middle East had 

been using foreign soldiers in conflicts for centuries. The interventions of western and 

European armies in the area just contributed to this so that by the 1950’s and 1960’s the 

Middle East was already ridden with mercenary soldiers. 

 The area quickly brought the attention of many former British soldiers, armed 

combatants who were no longer officially part of the British Armed Forces who travelled to 

the Middle East to protect British interests in the area. After the 1950’s, so called “contract 

officers” from Britain were commonly used to protect the more conservative Gulf Arab 

states, so much so that British military presence in the Gulf states is still notable today, and 

there are still many contract officers serving in the armed forces of the Gulf Cooperation 

Council today. While these soldiers were not officially from the Armed British Forces and 

did not have direct consent from the British to operate, they were unofficially backed up and 

supported by England. During the Cold War, other British soldiers found themselves part 

of guerilla campaigns in the area between British Malaya (now the territory of Malaysia), 

through Oman and stretching all the way to Angola, which were ridden with proxy conflicts. 

 In 1975, the Middle East saw its first strong wave of US mercenaries, when Saudi 

Arabia received mercenaries from an American defense contractor called Vinnell 

Corporation. They were originally brought to Saudi Arabia to train the Saudi Arabian 

National Guard, and they soon began doing contract work with the National Guard and Royal 

Air Force. In the years following the end of the Cold War and the fall of the Soviet Union, 

many nations seriously downsized their military, which in turn lead to the usage of private 

military contractors and mercenaries to increase. However, their presence in the Middle East 

truly surged after the September 11 attacks, when Coalition forces began to intervene in Iraq 

and Afghanistan. They found themselves facing strong resistance from insurgents, so they 
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turned to a whole market of private military contractors and mercenaries to intervene in the 

area. 

The development of the armed conflicts in Afghanistan and Iraq over the next decade 

would see more mercenaries in the area than ever before, by massive amounts. In the middle 

2000s, Congress ordered for the US to keep a more accurate record of its use of mercenaries. 

These records from the Department of Defense show that by the end of 2007, there were 

163,591 contract personnel in Iraq, a number which was roughly the same amount as the 

number of official US troops in Iraq at the time. In June 2009, the number of mercenaries in 

Iraq reached 15,279. Meanwhile, in 2012, Afghanistan reached a record number of 28,686 

contractors being employed by the US Department of Defense to occupy mercenary positions 

in the armed conflict. Even then, these figures were conservative estimates as the DoD census 

did not include all the firms and NGOs with mercenaries in these countries. 

 

Figure 1. PSC Personnel in Afghanistan and Iraq. Reprinted from “Private Security 

Contractors in Afghanistan as Third-Party Propagators: Categorizing the Participation of 

Private Security Companies,” by A. L. Asad, 2012, Inquiries Journal vol. 4, retrieved from 

http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-
afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-
companies 

The most famous case is that of the American private military company called 

Blackwater, later renamed Xe Services and then Academi. Blackwater began signing 

contracts with the US around 2003, when they were assigned to protect CIA headquarters in 

http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
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Afghanistan while the CIA was hunting down Osama Bin Laden. It was one of the several 

groups that were contracted during the US invasion of Afghanistan, as well as being 

employed in the Iraq war to support coalition forces, a job which included guarding officials, 

and training the Iraqi army. In 2004, Blackwater was hired by the US State Department to 

provide “protective services” in Iraq, Afghanistan, Bosnia, and Israel for two years. Not much 

was known by the American public until 2007, when Blackwater became part of a mass 

controversy. The controversy exploded when a group of Blackwater mercenaries guarding 

State Department employees killed 20 Iraqi civilians in Nisour Square, Baghdad, including 

an Iraqi couple and their small child. The situation caused mass outrage in Iraq and the Iraqi 

prime minister, Nouri al-Maliki, announced that their government would revoke 

Blackwater’s license to operate in Iraq, but the problem was that Blackwater never had any 

license directly with the Iraqi government. 

While Blackwater was the most notorious private military firm with mercenaries in 

the Middle East, it was far from the only one. Vinnell continued to establish a strong presence 

in Saudi Arabia throughout the 80s and 90s all the way to the early 2000s. A British private 

military service called Aegis Defense Services and American DynCorp International also 

were contracted by the US Department of Defense in Iraq and Afghanistan. In 2011, when 

the US military agreed to retreat from Iraq, it sent eight private military companies to replace 

its presence in the country, including Aegis and DynCorp. Then in 2015, the New York 

Times reported that the United Arab Emirates sent 450 Latin American troops to Yemen, 

most of these mercenaries being of Colombian origin.  

 

Current situation: 

Since 2015, the United States’ presence in Iraq and Afghanistan has massively 

decreased. However, their massive presence in these countries a few years ago with 

mercenaries still has huge aftereffects. Today, as official troops have retired from the two 

countries, there’s a three to one ratio of contractors to troops, but very few of these are actual 

mercenaries, or armed military contractors. What’s more important in the Middle East is that 

the high usage of mercenaries in the Afghanistan and Iraq armed conflicts brought back a 

strong mercenary trade on massive scales that hadn’t been seen in centuries. The United 

States’ usage of mercenaries has prompted other nations to start doing the same. Currently, 

the United Arab Emirates, Saudi Arabia, and Russia are three of the nations that are using 

the most mercenaries in conflict, something which should greatly alarm the international 

community. Following Turkey’s military offensive into north-eastern Syria in October 2019, 

Russia recently announced a new air base in a city in northern Syria that was abandoned by 

US forces. Now, many news outlets in the area are reporting that many of the fighters from 

Russia and Turkey are mercenaries.  
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The real with problem with Russia and Turkey using mercenaries in the Middle East 

is that there are no official records from either of the two countries on the usage of these 

fighters or the military contracts, so there is little information available and it’s hard to hold 

either of the nations accountable for this. Many people are starting to realize the massive 

implications of this. What makes private military contractors so appealing to the nations 

involved in the Middle East is that because as they are not official military forces of any 

nation, they aren’t held to the same humanitarian and legal standards as the nations they 

represent may be held to. A state has a legal duty to act in accordance with International 

Humanitarian Law as was established in the Geneva conventions, which includes bringing 

any violation of these laws to trial. However, a private military combatant is separate from 

that nation and thus many times they fail to act in accordance with IHL and get away with it. 

According to Saeed Mokbil, Chairperson-Rapporteur for the Working Group on the use of 

mercenaries, mercenaries constantly violate human rights, international law, and 

international rights in these armed conflicts, and still “pervasive impunity for crimes 

committed by mercenaries is a common challenge” (United Nations Meetings Coverage, 

2018). The private nature of these groups means that they often commit atrocious human 

rights violations and it’s much harder to regulate and reprimand these violations. With no 

international legally binding regulations and guidelines for the usage of mercenaries in armed 

conflict, many nations find great advantage in hiring these for combat, which greatly affects 

already instable regions such as the Middle East. 

The private military companies that are working in this area are under no obligation 

to share information about their troops, military advances, and illegal unhumanitarian actions 

in this area with the general public, making them highly advantages as they don’t stain a 

nation’s image. This is why countries such Russia and Turkey, that have more recently started 

using mercenaries in the region, will probably continue to do so, using them more and more 

each time. The US eventually began tracking its mercenaries in Iraq and Afghanistan, and 

the information was released so that the abuses of these companies like Blackwater and 

DynCorp could be at least accounted for and hopefully remedied. However, it is unlikely that 

other Middle Eastern countries and countries involved in the region such as Russia will 

willingly do the same, leaving these mercenaries in a very harmful position. 

The impact of mercenaries in a conflict zone like the Middle East extends way 

beyond just the actions of the mercenaries themselves. The issue is much bigger than that 

because mercenaries and military contractors are people who actively benefit from being 

able to participate in these conflicts, and therefore are completely averted from any 

attempts of peace or conciliation there might be. Simply put, they support and actively seek 

more conflict in the region, as this conflict is what brings them profit. This is the great 

problem of the privatization of the military- that this instigates and extends conflicts even 

further. Asad L. Asad, Assistant Professor of Sociology at Stanford and Ph.D. at Harvard 
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University, wrote about this “the work conducted by PSCs is anything but neutral. (…) 

profit motives have given private military companies an incentive to further propagate 

conflict by alienating civilians and instigating further conflict, all to the benefit of these 

firms’ profits” (Asad, 2012). This is something that is increasingly concerning, as more 

nations join in the trend of using mercenaries and private military contractors in the region. 

What was a conflict resource used strongly by the United States in the Middle East quickly 

caught on to other nations, and without the proper action being taken by the international 

community, it’s only a matter of time before all nations in the region are using mercenaries 

to complete their military interests without dealing with the legal responsibility of their 

actions. 

 By the United States Military Commissions Act of 2006, military contractors such as 

mercenaries are not considered “lawful military combatants”, yet the US has continued to 

make use of them in the Middle East since. On an international scale, The United Nations 

has a treaty from 2001 called the International Convention against the Recruitment, Use, 

Financing and Training of Mercenaries, more commonly known as just the United Nations 

Mercenary Convention, which prohibits the recruitment, usage, and financing of 

mercenaries. However, the convention has only been ratified by 35 states and those who 

haven’t ratified it include Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States. On an 

international scale, there is a complete lack of international legislation to regulate the use of 

mercenaries, with each country making their own military deals as they wish and to their own 

discretion. One of the most complicated things is that it is hard to identify who is contracting 

the mercenaries in the Middle East, especially as these transactions between governments 

and mercenaries are rarely made public. Especially in areas like the Middle East that are 

already prone to devastating armed conflicts, the effects of mercenaries, who have no sense 

of legal restraint or regulation, are extreme and devastating. Once it becomes commonplace 

in an area to use private military services and mercenaries, these people have their own 

incentives to extend these conflicts and each time it is harder to find peaceful resolutions with 

all of the entities involved. 

 

Key points of the debate: 

 The role of mercenaries historically and nowadays in armed conflict. 

 The disarmament of mercenaries and mercenary groups working for various nations 

in the Middle Eastern conflicts in accordance with the security of this area. 

 How to prevent future conflicts with mercenary combatants in an area with the 

historical backdrop of these practices. 
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 The privatization of military and the effects this will have on armed conflicts. 

 The benefits of using private military entities because of the lack of legal 

responsibility these hold 

 How to hold a nation accountable for the use of mercenaries in armed conflicts and 

the human rights violations and international crimes these mercenaries may commit. 

 

Guiding questions:  

 Has your nation ever used any kind of mercenaries or private military contractors in 

conflict? 

 Does your nation or any of your nation’s political allies have any interests in the 

Middle East? How are these interests affected by mercenaries? 

 How may the middle eastern conflict affect your country? 

 Does the privatization of the military benefit or negatively affect your nation? 

 Did your nation ratify the United Nations Mercenary Convention? Why or why not? 

 How can nations be held accountable for mercenary armed forces? 

 What measures can be put in place to lessen the impacts of or to control mercenary 

armed forces in the Middle East? 

 

Sources: 

Assad, A. (2012). Private Security Contractors in Afghanistan as Third-Party Propagators: 

Categorizing the Participation of Private Security Companies. Inquiries Journal, vol. 4. 

Retrieved from http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-

in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-

companies 

Bombings Bring U.S. 'Executive Mercenaries' Into the Light. (2014, May 9). Retrieved 

from https://ips-dc.org/bombings_bring_us_executive_mercenaries_into_the_light/.  

Bowman, T. (2011, May 17). As U.S. Military Exits Iraq, Contractors To Enter. Retrieved 

from https://www.npr.org/2011/05/17/136357821/as-u-s-military-exits-iraq-contractors-

to-enter.  

Bruneau, T., & Straub, D. G. (2018, March 26). Security Contractors in the Middle East: 

First the Americans and Now the Russians. Retrieved from 

http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
http://www.inquiriesjournal.com/articles/685/2/private-security-contractors-in-afghanistan-as-third-party-propagators-categorizing-the-participation-of-private-security-companies
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technologies and building a better society. Today we find humankind going through the rise 

of the digital era, it has undoubtedly brought numerous advances to the species. Digital 

technology has spread all around the world and over the last decades become a household 

commodity in many countries. The rise of the internet created global nets of information like 

never seen before, making information easier than ever to store, spread, and share. Since 

1988, when the internet became commercial, it has made itself each time more a crucial part 

of human lives; not only that, but a crucial resource to the governments and the nations that 

humans live in.  

However, a massive consequence of this digital age we have come to live in that 

wasn’t predicted by the early developers of cyber technology and the internet in the effects 

it had on security, both on a personal scale but on a national scale too. Especially as the 

governments began to make more and more use of digital technology to store information, 

the implications of this were massive as cybercrime began to take its place in modern 

societies. Before going into specifics, it is important to have a clear idea of cyberspace and 

the terminology surrounding it. Cyberspace is the name given to the widespread network of 

information and data existing in the virtual real through digital technology, and it includes 

the internet, telecommunication, computer systems, and etcetera. This is a complex realm 

about which there are still many questions to resolve about rules, regulations, and rights to 

cyberspace. Nowadays, cybercrime has become so large an issue that for many nations, it is 

the largest threat to the nation’s national security, and part of the problem is just how much 

the term “cybercrime” can come to encompass. The threats of cybercrime include threats 

from other nation states, from independent cybercriminals and hacktivists, criminal and 

terrorist organizations. The latter is known commonly as cyber terrorism and brings a whole 

array of issues and problematics in itself.  

 The origins of cybercrime can be traced all the way back to the 1970’s, before the 

internet was even commercialized, when hackers known as “phreakers” worked with early 

computerized phone systems. They impersonated operators to find secret information and 

exploited the system to steal long distance service. The US passed its very first law on 

cybercrime and hacking, the Federal Computer Fraud and Abuse Act, in 1986, which just 

goes to show how extremely recent this issue is. Cyber-attacks only became a major 

international issue in the 80’s and 90’s, when the very first major cyber-attacks between 

nations began. One of the first of these was in 1982, in the midst of the Cold War, when the 

CIA found out that the Soviets were stealing technology from the US. The CIA set up a 

system so that when Soviet spies stole a Canadian computer-control system and took it back 

with them to Siberia, it was programmed to overload their pipelines, causing a massive 

nuclear explosion. Then seventeen years later, in 1999, when US aircraft bombed China’s 

embassy in Belgrade, Chinese hackers defaced the US's official government websites. This 



 

 

 
19 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

was just one of an entire series of similar incidents in 1999, including mass cyber-attacks on 

official NATO websites after their intervention in Kosovo. 

 

Current situation: 

Since then, the amount of cyber-attacks occurring on a global level has spiked 

massively in all senses, both personal and internationally. Not only this, but cybercrimes each 

day become more sophisticated and each day it is more and more necessary for nations to 

invest in strong cyber security. Hackers from different nations have created and continue to 

create digital espionage networks to steal information. The estimated global cost of cyber-

attacks such as data breaches and ransom ware is over $600 billion per year, with some of 

the world’s leading countries such as the US, China, Russia, and North Korea being 

constantly affected by cyber threats. 

 

 In the last few years, a few of these cases have managed become mass scandals in the 

press and amongst people. Perhaps the biggest of these scandals was that of Wikileaks. 

Wikileaks is an international non-profit organization founded in 2006 by Julian Assange. The 

purpose of Wikileaks is to publish news leaks and classified media that they manage to get 

their hands on. On its ten year anniversary, in 2016, they claimed to have published over 10 

million documents on their site, an average of 3000 per day. Naturally they have been 

involved in a massive number of controversies, especially as many of the documents they 

publish are classified information. They published documents during the Afghanistan war, 

they uncovered statistics and incidents that had been hidden from the public during in Iraq 

and released the highly classified US State Department diplomatic "cables”. They also 

interfered in the 2016 US presidential election campaigns when they released private emails 

and other documents concerning Hillary Clinton which seriously harmed her campaign. The 

most controversial part of this wasn’t Wikileaks in itself, but the high suspicion that the 

documents had been obtained directly from Russia. Later on, American intelligence agencies, 

Congress and special counsel Robert Mueller in the famous Mueller reports all confirmed 

that operatives working for the Russian military intelligence service (GRU) did in fact 

infiltrate the virtual information systems of the Democratic National Committee, stealing 

election plans and voter targeting data, and they managed to hack the personal files of 

Clinton’s campaign officials, obtaining the files that were later published on Wikileaks. 

Another massively significant case was that of Cambridge Analytica, a British political 

consulting firm that notoriously hacked into people’s private Facebook information to 

identify vulnerable targets and influence the outcomes of elections through fake news. Both 

of these cases show just how cyber interference from other nations and the robbery of highly 

classified information poses massive threats to all nations. These are just the most famous 
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cases, but there are numerous more where serious cybercrimes have been committed steal 

private information, compromise certain groups of people, and ultimately meddle in other 

nations. 

 

 In many places, national governments are becoming increasingly involved in cyber-

attacks. Two of the biggest hacker groups in the world are Russian organization Fancy Bear, 

and North Korea’s circle of hackers known as the Lazarus group. Many media reports stated 

that the Lazarus groups was directly connected to the North Korean government, which was 

especially concerning in 2017 when the group operated a series of cryptocurrency attacks, 

managing to steal over $1 billion dollars, which reportedly went to supporting the country’s 

nuclear weapons programme. Meanwhile, Fancy Bear has repeatedly been accused of 

associating itself directly with the Russian military intelligence service (GRU), and of being 

sponsored by the Russian government. These accusations have come from the Cybersecurity 

firm CrowdStrike, the UK's Foreign and Commonwealth Office, as well as United States 

Special Counsel. Now, investigators say that Fancy Bear is targeting ministries of foreign 

affairs and embassies in Eastern Europe and Central Asia. 

 

 Organizations like these are constantly increasing their capabilities and finding new 

ways to commit cyberattacks. Hackers target businesses, organizations, and people on the 

internet using different attacks, such as denial of service attacks, to steal and leak personal 

information. Criminal organizations present serious threats to classified information as they 

develop new equipment to infiltrate national networks. The threat of cyber-crimes is growing 

rapidly and will continue to grow on all personal, national, and international levels. With this 

imminent growing threat, it is increasingly important for the world to determine specific 

boundaries and guidelines regarding the usage of cyberspace, which implies the creation of 

international policies for operating within the cyber domain that properly define what a 

cybercrime is and how they will be treated. 

 

Examples of cybercrimes and developments: 

 Attack to Iran nuclear sites 

 Israel’s cybernetic militarization 

 Attack towards the UK’s Navy website 

 Attack towards the German Bundestag 

 

Objectives 

It is important to note that these attacks are not only used militarily, which can still 

have a great impact on its defense capabilities by essentially crippling logistics but can also 

be used with political and economical intent. For example, Russian interference in elections 

through Facebook, although still debatable, could potentially be considered a cybercrime, as 
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it meddles with a country’s politics and government. As for the economic gain, often times 

a cyber-criminal might target certain branches of the stock market to have a greater control 

of it and gain more profit. An example would be the theft of personal ID’s which can affect 

both the economy and the military if it were to fall into the wrong hands. Such attacks are 

not only perpetrated by individuals but also by states, such as “Russia, North Korea and Iran 

being the most active in hacking financial institutions, and China the most active in cyber 

espionage.” (computer weekly)  

 

It is also common practice for nations to hire third-party actors to intercede for them 

in this criminal industry and obtain the necessary information and/or actions they need. 

 

Key points of the debate: 

 What should and shouldn’t be considered a cyber crime?  

 What is and what is not acceptable in the virtual and cyber domain? 

 How to implement international guidelines to ensure protection from cyber crimes 

and attacks on national security. 

 How to ensure that any guideline and policy adopted is enforced when cybercrimes 

contain an array of information that is often times well hidden 

 What consequences should be adopted for committing cyber crimes 

 Support from certain governments toward cyber criminals 

 

Guiding questions:  

 Has your country been either a victim or perpetrator of cyberattacks? Under what 

circumstances?  
 How does your delegation define a cybercrime? 
 How have cyber crimes affected your country? 
 Under what circumstances is hacking private information justified and valid, if 

under any at all?  

 Will regulations on the usage of cyberspace benefit your delegation? 

 What security measures are in place to protect citizens from the threats of hacking 

and cyber crime in your nation? 

 Can any of these measures be implemented on an international scale? 

 



 

 

 
22 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

Sources: 

 

Ashford, W., Alex Scroxton, & Warwick Ashford. (n.d.). Economic impact of cyber crime 

is significant and rising. Retrieved from 

https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252435439/Economic-impact-of-cyber-crime-is-

significant-and-rising.  

 

A Brief History of Cyber Crime. (2019, December 11). Retrieved from 

https://www.floridatechonline.com/blog/information-technology/a-brief-history-of-

cyber-crime/.  

Brennan, D. (2019, November 25). Russia's 2016 election meddling was a "well-

choreographed military operation," former FBI counterintelligence expert says. Retrieved 

from https://www.newsweek.com/russias-2016-election-meddling-was-well-

choreographed-military-operation-former-fbi-1473821. 

 

Confessore, N. (2018, April 4). Cambridge Analytica and Facebook: The Scandal and the 

Fallout So Far. Retrieved from 

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/04/us/politics/cambridge-analytica-scandal-

fallout.html.  

Corrigan, J. (2019, October 2). Fighting Cyber Crime is Critical for National Security, Says 

Secret Service Chief. Retrieved from 

https://www.nextgov.com/cybersecurity/2019/10/fighting-cyber-crime-critical-national-

security-says-secret-service-chief/160318/. 

Garrison, J. (2013, December 13). Future of United States Cyber: Examining the Past to 

Posture the Future.  

https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252435439/Economic-impact-of-cyber-crime-is-significant-and-rising
https://www.computerweekly.com/news/252435439/Economic-impact-of-cyber-crime-is-significant-and-rising
https://www.floridatechonline.com/blog/information-technology/a-brief-history-of-cyber-crime/
https://www.floridatechonline.com/blog/information-technology/a-brief-history-of-cyber-crime/
https://www.newsweek.com/russias-2016-election-meddling-was-well-choreographed-military-operation-former-fbi-1473821
https://www.newsweek.com/russias-2016-election-meddling-was-well-choreographed-military-operation-former-fbi-1473821
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/04/us/politics/cambridge-analytica-scandal-fallout.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/04/04/us/politics/cambridge-analytica-scandal-fallout.html
https://www.nextgov.com/cybersecurity/2019/10/fighting-cyber-crime-critical-national-security-says-secret-service-chief/160318/
https://www.nextgov.com/cybersecurity/2019/10/fighting-cyber-crime-critical-national-security-says-secret-service-chief/160318/


 

 

 
23 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

Healey, J. (2019, April 9). Cyber Attacks Against NATO, Then and Now. Retrieved from 

https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/cyber-attacks-against-nato-then-

and-now/.  

Safire, W. (2004, February 2). The Farewell Dossier. Retrieved from 

https://www.nytimes.com/2004/02/02/opinion/the-farewell-dossier.html. 

Spade, J. (2012, May). Information as Power: China’s Cyber Power and America’s National 

Security.  

Tabansky, L. (2012). Cybercrime: A National Security Issue?(3rd ed., Vol. 4). Military and 

Strategic Affairs. Retrieved from https://www.inss.org.il/wp-

content/uploads/systemfiles/MASA4-3Engd_Tabansky.pdf  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/cyber-attacks-against-nato-then-and-now/
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/cyber-attacks-against-nato-then-and-now/
https://www.nytimes.com/2004/02/02/opinion/the-farewell-dossier.html
https://www.inss.org.il/wp-content/uploads/systemfiles/MASA4-3Engd_Tabansky.pdf
https://www.inss.org.il/wp-content/uploads/systemfiles/MASA4-3Engd_Tabansky.pdf


 

 

 
24 

 

  

 

 NOMBRE COMISIÓN 

Topic 2: The impacts of 

technology on the development 

of non-conventional weapons 

Definitions: 

Non-conventional weapons: attack using chemical, biological, radiological or nuclear 

materials 

 

Situation context: 

Since the foundation of the UN the biggest threat it has faced and will probably ever 

face is that of a nuclear threat. However, it was not always like that. Since the beginning of 

warfare there has been a long and gradual development regarding weapons. It started in Rome 

with catapults and the invention of more complex machines. This all changed after the 

creation of gunpowder, leading to an era of even more violence and death. Sadly, this didn’t 

stop the development of more lethal weapons and turned into what we call non-conventional 

weapons on July 16, 1945, when the US tested a nuclear weapon for the first time. This, 

although it was only one bomb, turned into the turning stone of warfare. It would no longer 

be fought in trenches or even depend on manpower. It brought a conflict known as the “cold” 

war, where not a single bullet was fired, but the looming threat of such new weapon was the 

main concern in society. It came to the point where a couple dozens of those bombs, out of 

the thousands in existence, could devastate humanity itself, claiming millions of lives and 

bringing society back to the dark ages. It is here where one must wonder if such developments 

in technology are worth the risks and responsibilities they come with. While nuclear 

developments brought forth a sustainable source of energy (debatable), it also brought 

destruction with it and opened a new chapter in the history of conflict and international 

relations. While commonly such nuclear deterrents have been called “precautionary 

measures” by the nations who possess them and that they aid in preventing conflicts, in truth 

they only help to promote it. Seen through the view of IR, especially that of Political Realism, 

something which can be seen in several states,  
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“The overriding goal of each state is to maximize its share of world power, 

which means gaining power at the expense of other states. But great 

powers do not merely strive to be the strongest of all the great powers, 

although that is a welcome outcome. Their ultimate aim is to be the 

hegemon—that is, the only great power in the system.”  

(The Tragedy of Great Power Politics). 

 This is seen in the development of non-conventional weapons because such “power” 

commonly refers to military power and influence, something the nuclear deterrent is quite 

capable of.  

These non-conventional weapons are not limited to only nuclear artefacts but also 

expand onto equally as lethal devices such as biological and chemical weapons. These have 

been around for much longer than nuclear weapons, being primitively used during the Middle 

Ages by catapulting corpses into enemy fortresses in the hopes of sickening the locals as 

there was little to no medicine available and spreading the plague which killed over 25 

million people (Medical News Today). More recently chemical weapons were more 

efficiently deployed by all parties involved in the conflict during WW1, claiming over 90,000 

lives and injuring another million soldiers. Although they were banned at such time and later 

on 1972 and 1973 (ICRC) they are still seen throughout history in both governments and 

belligerent groups. These weapons have the capability of murdering thousands, yet leaving 

infrastructure and assets unaffected, making it a valuable military asset when placed in the 

wrong hands, be it a government, individual or organization.  

Now, the main concern regarding this topic is how, if at all, have countries, belligerent 

groups and/or organizations overstepped in the use of such weapons and how technological 

advances have allowed them to do so. There have been dozens of attacks involving chemical 

or biological attacks, some like the Tokyo Subway attacks in 1995, where over 5000 civilians 

were injured, served as wake up call to the world, reminding it of the problems such 

technologies can bring.  

A report by the European Union released in 2015 highlights how belligerent groups 

such as ISIL/Da’esh are prone to using non-conventional weapons. They refer to different 

attacks or alleged attacks on the civilian population on July, June and August with the use of 

mustard gas and chlorine. How can these belligerent groups have access to technology that 

was only available to the great powers during the great wars? Well, the answer given by the 

report is that they lure in people with knowledge in physics, chemistry or even computer 

science to build these non-conventional weapons from raw materials. The modern world’s 

emphasis on education has allowed a simple undergraduate student to create such weapons, 

which should be a real concern to all nations on how conceivable it is for someone to turn 

http://www.johnstonsarchive.net/terrorism/chembioattacks.html
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2015/572806/EPRS_BRI(2015)572806_EN.pdf
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against their country and people with great might. Even when it comes to nuclear weapons, 

there have been hundreds of attempts, successful or not, by individuals or groups to attain 

the necessary nuclear materials, something which there is a vast quantity of, especially after 

the cold war. These news are also quite concerning since countries like the US have 

“misplaced” almost 3 tons of enriched Uranium or Plutonium, capable of creating more than 

a dozen nuclear weapons.  

         

Current situation: 

As of today the development of non-conventional weapons has been boosted 

massively by arising technology, developing more efficient and deadly means by which to 

destroy each other. Currently only some of the non-conventional weapons are being 

employed, mostly chemical weapons in Middle Eastern states who are at conflict but 

exceptions are seen, especially when there is political instability and conflict arises. One of 

the most notorious use is that of the Syrian armed conflict (see graph) where both the 

government and ISIS have allegedly employed chemical weapons in the field, greatly 

affecting the remaining civilian population. The world has greatly criticized actions by both 

parties, yet influential nations in the region keep funding both parties, both of which commit 

such atrocious acts. 

 
Figure 2. Chemical Weapons Attacks in Syria. Reprinted from “Chemical Weapons 

Attacks In Syria,” by Niall McCarthy, 2018, retrieved from 

https://www.statista.com/chart/15782/the-number-of-attacks-in-syria-involving-chemical-

weapons/ 

 

https://www.statista.com/chart/15782/the-number-of-attacks-in-syria-involving-chemical-weapons/
https://www.statista.com/chart/15782/the-number-of-attacks-in-syria-involving-chemical-weapons/
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The problem not only lies on what has happened but more importantly on what could 

happen. While it is true that such technological advances have allowed certain groups to 

acquire chemical and biological weapons and commit atrocious acts with them, murdering 

thousands of innocents, imagine what would happen if nuclear or radiation based weaponry 

were to fall on their hands, and, given the rate at which technology develops itself and more 

violent groups rise up against governments, it is a noticeable and worrying possibility. This 

not only applies to what the world now knows as non-conventional weapons, but also to 

future weaponry that might apply to such list, the nature of which humanity cannot yet 

fathom. 

Although prohibited in treaties such as the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC), 

the Chemical Weapons Convention, and of course, the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of 

Nuclear Weapons, many of the regulations stablished internationally by the UN and other 

organizations or countries are constantly being transgressed by the same nations that sign 

them. While it may be surprising for countries directly involved in conflicts such as Syria or 

Iran and Iraq, with their development of chemical and nuclear weapons, respectively, it is 

even more astonishing that countries that are not directly affected by such conflicts, be in 

constant violation of said accords, once again relating to the political theory of realism. This 

final point is of great importance when trying to understand a countries behaviour regarding 

power, specifically military power.  

Realism: 

The practical aspects of realism have led countless nations to become world powers. 

It is the theory through which one’s power can be used against others to acquire even more 

power. It can be seen back in the conquest, and even earlier demonstrations in Rome or 

Greece. Even though realism mostly talks about military power, perhaps it can also be applied 

to economic power, as Charles Kindleberger has done this in what is termed “hegemonic 

stability theory.”. This has been seen to be even more powerful than armies, granting the state 

riches without ever having to spill their blood, such as the control countries like China have 

over the market. Another more modern and much more explicit example of Realism is that 

of the United States of America, with its constant military involvement in other nations to 

spread “democracy” a.k.a. enforce their will. For instance, with the conflicts in the middle 

east, where at first the US might have been involved through self-defence, in the long run 

since 9/11 the death toll does not justify such interventions. For instance, the invasion of Iraq, 

which has been declared by many nations as “illegal”, where the US went over to impose its 

will of “democracy”. As Thucydides once said, “the strong do what they can and the weak 

suffer what they must”, this is clearly seen throughout middle eastern conflict, where states 

are having internal conflicts and the US imposes their will through “democracy”, proving 

themselves to be strong, and the “weaker” states have no other option but to suffer what they 

must. Not only this but from the Realism definition itself, where military power is the most 

important and only power in existence, the US fits the description perfectly, spending over 

http://disarmament.un.org/treaties/t/bwc
http://disarmament.un.org/treaties/t/cwc
http://disarmament.un.org/treaties/t/npt
http://disarmament.un.org/treaties/t/npt
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3.6% of its GDP on defence and its military. It uses the excuse of ensuring its survival by 

eliminating every threat that presents itself, no matter how small or far away. 

Moreover, the United States can be seen as a completely Realism oriented state, 

focusing on its agenda over everybody else’s, even if this includes conflict. The nation has 

had a tendency of violence, although some argue that to be completely dependent on 

individual rulers and administrations, going back to the post-war era when the US was the 

land of the “free”. They opted to go into wars in the name of a so-called “democracy” toppling 

over states on the other side of the world, and when the excuse of democracy ended in 

Vietnam they waited for the next one, this time in New York and across America, coming in 

the form of a wave of terrorism that killed almost 3000 people and injured over 6,000. That 

gave them a good enough excuse to proceed and defend their people abroad, invading other 

countries, which might have been justified at first but soon turned into senseless involvement 

in conflicts worldwide, imposing their will and “democracy” anywhere they went, similar to 

the Spanish conquest of South and Central America. To put it in perspective, conflicts, where 

the US military has been involved, have resulted in over “480,000 people [being] directly 

killed by violence over the course of these conflicts, more than 244,000 of them civilians” 

(Murtaza Hussain). This proves furthermore United States’ Realism in action, going over 

others to preserve themselves and their self-proclaimed title of vigilante. 

 

 

When it comes to non-conventional weapons themselves, these are great tools by 

which a state can have power over others, often times called a “deterrent”. This means, that 

even if regulations are applied, a state, following human nature of not knowing whether the 

other will be truthful as well, will proceed to try and gain more power in preemption of a 

possible future conflict. For example, the case of Iran, while it is still up to debate whether 

or not it pursued nuclear capabilities, such behavior would be completely reasonable under 

the umbrella of realism, especially after recent events like the missile strikes and 

assassinations of a high-tier general by the US. It is because of such threats that Iran could 

easily and reasonably seek its own survival and resist to a growing hegemon power in the 

Middle East. It would also be quite logical because, as seen in Machiavelli’s and Hobbes’ 

philosophy, a leader must ensure its own survival and that of its state, even if that means 

restricting some liberties.  

The desire to produce and develop such technologies is also not limited to a few 

countries but to many more, who wish to pursue the path to being the hegemonic power in 

the system, like the case of North Korea and other powers. 
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Key points of the debate: 

 Use of non-conventional weapons by sovereign states and its repercussions towards 

the civilian population and the world. 

 Use of non-conventional weapons by belligerent groups such as ISIS and the impact 

it has on modern warfare. 

 Justification for the possession and development of non-conventional weapons by 

modern states. 

 Strategies to stop belligerent groups or non-authorized governments to acquire or 

develop non-conventional weapons 

 How to ensure justice for those affected by such weapons 

 Regulations towards the production of these weapons 

 Safety measures taken to safeguard the necessary materials to produce these weapons 

 

Guiding questions:  

 How can belligerent groups have access to technology that was only available to the 

great powers during the great wars (chemical weaponry)? 

 Does your delegation possess any non-conventional weapons? 

 Has your country been affected by non-conventional weapons? 

 What actions has your delegation considered or implemented to reduce, regulate or 

stop the use, production or development of non-conventional weapons? 

 Does your country aid in the production, develop, or propagation of non-conventional 

weapons? 

 Is a nuclear deterrent worth the risking of millions of lives? 

 Does the development of technology like nuclear (clean) energy, justify the creation 

of WMDs like the Nuclear weapon? 
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Final recommendations 
We know none of the topics we have set for this commission are easy, and that’s 

exactly why we are excited to have them as topics, because we know that they will challenge 

you and really make you delegates think. The key to treating these topics is that you all come 

to the commission with your research complete and your ideas organized, ready to share and 

debate. However, keep in mind that these topics are broad and it’s important to move forward 

open to new ideas, ready to convince those around you or compromise if you find it pertinent. 

 We expect to see all of you in the model simulation, as it’s an important space to get 

to know the commission and the general dynamics that we will continue to see throughout 

the entire model. We are also expecting a portfolio from all the delegates in this commission, 

as the portfolio is a key part to understanding the topic, your nation, and getting ready to 

represent the ideas of your nation. 

 We are excited for the complex and enriching debates that can come out of these 

topics, but that depends entirely on you and on how much effort you put into it, so we are 

expecting 100% from all delegates. Remember that we are here to help you, and we hope to 

make this commission as enjoyable an experience for all those attending as possible. 

Good luck preparing and see you all in the model! 

 


