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Eradication of Weaponry and Other Methods of Armed Conflict Prohibited by International Law
Letter by the Executive Board
GA-DISEC
Dear Delegates,
Welcome to the second edition of IISMUN!!! It’s an honour for us to be your E.B! 
Even though you have been given some prior workshops, but still, if you have any queries regarding rules and procedures, research, etc, then kindly contact the E.B.
You’ll be judged upon the mentioned criteria:
· Research skills – Your research material
· Debating skills – How well can you put your points and counter other people’s points
· Diplomacy – being in line with your country’s foreign policy
· Lobbying – convincing other delegates to support you (to vote for you and speak in your favor)
· Delegate courtesy – Your manners!
And do not worry too much about the mentioned criteria. If you’ll be very cool, active and confident in the committee, we’ll mark you equally. Now mark delegates, MUNs are not only about researching and debating. But they’re more about learning how to socialize with people, how to convince them with your ideas, and how to use your brains and confidence in certain situations. 
We are hoping for a great debate! Work Hard! Have Fun!
Best Wishes.
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Prabhav Sharma
(Chairperson – GA-DISEC)
sharmaprabhav.2000@gmail.com                       

Kareena Purohit 
(Chairperson – GA-DISEC) 
kareenapurohitiis@gmail.com
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INTRODUCTION TO THE AGENDA
War, since the dawn of human history, has involved cruelty, suffering and atrocity.  Similarly, weapons developed for the waging of war have too often been designed or used to produce inhumane death, injury and suffering. Even  legally  justifiable weaponry  can cause death,  suffering  and destruction that  concerned  individuals  find  reprehensible  and  frightening.
The   threat   posed   by   weapons   of   mass   destruction   (WMD)   has become one of the most important issue on security and foreign policy   agendas   at   the   beginning   of   the   twenty-first   century.     Iraq’s   alleged   pursuit   and   possession   of   WMD   dominated the international security agenda from President Bush’s speech to the United Nations (UN) General Assembly in September 2002, through UN Security Council Resolution 1441 providing Iraq one last opportunity   to   comply   with   previous   Security   Council   Resolutions, and   culminating   in   the   U.S.   and   British   invasion   of   Iraq   in   March 2003. Through the Bush Doctrine, the world’s leading political and military power has made WMD a centre piece of a new strategic doc-trine designed to guide the assessment of national security threats and the application of U.S. power. The U.S.-led military action against Iraq represented the application of the Bush Doc-trine   against   the   WMD- centred   “axis   of   evil.”  Significant   security concerns about WMD have also developed and grown more alarming with regard to North Korea’s nuclear weapons capability and Iran’s possible nuclear weapons program.
These recent developments involving the threat posed by WMD reflect a trend in the security area stretching back more than a decade. The end of the Cold War sparked a host of concerns regarding WMD in the hands of rogue states and terrorists, forcing policy makers, scholars, and pundits to assess the seriousness of the WMD threat and construct responses designed to address it.
The Bush Doctrine and the war against Iraq are the latest, and the most dramatic, policy moves by the United States to address the perceived WMD peril .The rise in the prominence of WMD on security and foreign policy   agendas   in   the   1990s   and   early   2000s   raises   questions   about the role of international law in this area. International law has a long relationship with efforts to control WMD that began as early as the late the application of U.S. power.
The WMD   threat   includes   possession   of   these   weapons   by   not   only states but also terrorist groups, leading to fears about the rise of catastrophic terrorism fears exacerbated by the historic terrorist attacks against the United States on September 11, 2001. 
These recent developments involving the threat posed by WMD reflect a trend in the security area stretching back more than a decade. The end of the Cold War sparked a host of concerns regarding WMD in the hands of rogue states and terrorists, forcing policy makers, scholars, and pundits to assess the seriousness of the WMD threat and construct responses designed to address it.                       International law has a long relationship with efforts to control WMD that began as early as the late nineteenth   century   with   the   development   of   treaty   prohibitions   on the use of poisonous gas in warfare. As the International Court of Justice’s Advisory Opinion on the Legality of the Threat or Use of Nu- clear Weapons illustrates, three bodies of international law regulate
WMD:   arms   control   treaties,   international   law   on   the   use   of   force, and international humanitarian law. Historically, the most prominent and   direct   use   of   international   law   in   connection   with   WMD   was through arms control treaties—international agreements designed to prohibit   or   limit   the   development,   possession,   and   use   of   nuclear, chemical, and biological weapons by states.
	Area of
International
Law
	Development
of WMD
	
Use of WMD

	
International
law on the use
of force
	
Addresses the threat or
use of force, not the development of weapons
	Establishes legal justifications
for the resort to force, not rules
on what weapons states may use

	


          International
humanitarian
law
	


      Does not directly
regulate the
development of weapons
	Disciplines generally the kinds of weapons that can be used in armed conflict (e.g., no use of weapons that cause superfluous
injury or unnecessary suffering)

	Arms control
treaties
	Specifically regulate the
development of WMD
	Prohibit the use of chemical and biological weapons



INTERNATIONAL LAWS
On Weaponry and Conflicts
This body of international law reflects the “arms control approach” to WMD formal agreements among states to regulate the use and development of WMD. The arms control approach comprises measures to cope with a dangerous threat to international security: vertical and horizontal weapons proliferation among national militaries, with concomitant acceleration of both the likelihood that war among nations will erupt and that, if and when war does break out, the consequences will be catastrophic.
The arms control approach had origins in international humanitarian law’s prohibition of the use of weapons that cause superfluous injury or unnecessary suffering, but the approach created an area of international law distinct from the laws of war because it developed a body of rules that applied prior to the outbreak of armed conflict.
The growth of concerns about WMD proliferation and their possible use by states and non-state actors has put the arms control approach to WMD under intense scrutiny, producing controversy about what arms control treaties on WMD contribute to national security and international peace.
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The nature of the WMD threat reflects the interdependence of three basic risk factors: (1) political and military motivations of actors for developing or using WMD; (2) the technological feasibility of developing or using WMD; and (3) the vulnerabilities WMD development or use creates for societies. The following paragraphs further elaborate on each of these risk factors and their interdependence.

      The WMD Threat:
An Analytical Framework (
Social
Vulnerabilities
) (
Technological
Feasibility
) (
Political/Military
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1 Political and Military Motivations:  Understanding the WMD threat involves comprehending why actors may or may not see WMD as politically or militarily useful.  During the Cold War, the great powers believed that nuclear weapons had great political and military utility. The two superpowers, the United States and the Soviet Un- ion, diverged, however, in the early 1970s on the military utility of biological weapons because the United States terminated its offensive program while the Soviets accelerated theirs. These two examples demonstrate why the political and military motivations of actors in international relations are critical to gauging the WMD threat.

2 Technological Feasibility:  The second important WMD risk factor in the analytical framework is technological feasibility.  This risk factor focuses on how technologically difficult WMD are to develop or use.  

3 Social Vulnerability:  The third important WMD risk factor in the analytical framework is the level of vulnerability the societies face when confronted with potential or actual WMD use.  

4 Interdependence among the Risk Factors:  The analytical Frame work stresses the interdependence among the three risk factors.  None of the risk factors by itself adequately conveys the scope of the WMD threat.  The technological feasibility of a weapon influences an actor’s perception of that weapon’s political or military utility.  Similarly, strong political motivations to develop a weapon may stimulate efforts to overcome technological development challenges the weapon presents.
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Treaties, Institutions and Solutions

IHL provisions and principles protecting civilians

Principle of distinction
The principle of distinction protects civilian population and civilian objects from the effects of military operations. It requires parties to an armed conflict to distinguish at all times, and under all circumstances, between combatants and military objectives on the one hand, and civilians and civilian objects on the other; and only to target the former
Principle of humane treatment
The principle of humane treatment requires that civilians be treated humanely at all times. Common Article 3 of the GCs prohibits violence to life and person (including cruel treatment and torture), the taking of hostages, humiliating and degrading treatment, and execution without regular trial against non-combatants. 
Principle of non-discrimination
The principle of non-discrimination is a core principle of IHL. Adverse distinction based on race, sex, nationality, religious belief or political opinion is prohibited in the treatment of prisoners of war, civilians, and persons hors de combat
Principle on safety of Women and children
Women and children are granted preferential treatment, respect and protection. Women must be protected from rape and from any form of indecent assault. Children under the age of eighteen must not be permitted to take part in hostilities. 
The Arms Trade Treaty
The United Nations, in its work to assist people all over the world, is confronted every day with the negative impact of lax controls on the arms trade. In all parts of the world, the ready availability of weapons and ammunition has led to human suffering, political repression, crime and terror among civilian populations. 
The swift entry into force of the ATT would be a clear indication of its signatories’ willingness and determination to address the poorly regulated international arms trade. The United Nations is committed to supporting the full and effective implementation of the ATT.

Three aspects all delegates should focus in regard to prohibited arms trade itself are production, marking and tracing, and ammunition:
In order to solve the issue at hand, delegates must realize how vastly spread the problem is. Delegates must realize that for some countries the arms trade is of high importance. A solution could be found in regulating the trade even more. When trade is regulated, it is easier to make sure that the weapons will not be used for illicit purposes.  Another possibility is the idea of marking the weapons, marking them in a way that when found to be used for illicit purposes one can find out as well as the exporter as the importing party.

1. Production: Although addressing the sale and trade of arms, the ATT makes no mention of combating the illegal production of small arms. In many parts of the world, bullets and weapons are built using spare materials that are available, and these weapons are among the hardest to track and stop, since they pass through no legally recognized state or business 
2. Marking and Tracing: “If national law enforcement officials were able to trace small arms back to their last legitimate owner, who might then be held accountable, this would form an effective measure against illicit trade and diversion
3. Ammunition: Over 80 percent of ammunition trade is done outside of reliable export data. However it is the key to tracking illegal small arms trade. Unlicensed small arms trade is a concern that the world can no longer put to the side. Millions of people are affected daily due to such dangerous business. Along with armed conflict, citizens involved directly in an arms trade are often unlikely to access essential infrastructure such as an education.

Relevant UN Treaties and Events 

· United Nations Arms Trade Treaty, 28 March 2013, (A/CONF.217/2013/L.3) 

· Security Council Resolution on the proliferation of small arms as a threat to peace and security in West Africa, 7 March 2003 (SC/RES/1467) 

· Security Council Resolution on Question of Small Arms, Light Weapons, 26 September 2013, (S/RES/2117) 

· Report of the Secretary General on Small Arms, 22 August 2013 (S/2013/503) 

· Security Council Resolution on small arms that contained new provisions aiming to strengthen UN coordination and action on small arms, promote effective implementation of UN arms embargoes and support the Arms Trade Treaty, 22 May 2015, (SC/RES/2220)
Situation of Countries and Organizations
 1. China: There are few official statistics on the Chinese arms trade but the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute estimates that accounts for around 3 per cent of the global trade in conventional arms. Countries supplied Recipient countries over the past decade have tended to be developing countries with poor human rights records including Algeria, Angola, Bangladesh, DRC, Guinea, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Libya, Myanmar, Pakistan, Sri Lanka, Sudan and Zimbabwe transfers. 
2. France: It is consistently ranked third globally in terms of the value of their conventional arms exports. Countries supplied France’s key customers include Singapore, UAE, Greece, other NATO partners, the Middle East and North Africa region and Francophone countries. Recently, France and Russia have begun exchanges on defence cooperation and naval equipment. 
3. Germany:  Germany is consistently ranked third, fourth or fifth globally in terms of the value of its conventional arms exports. Though not a permanent member of the UN Security Council, as an economic leader in the EU, a major player in the UN, the Wassenaar Arrangement, OSCE and other multilateral organisations, Germany’s influence in ATT negotiations will be significant. Countries supplied Germany is one of the largest EU exporters of arms to the Middle East and North Africa region. Other key customers include South Africa, Greece, Turkey and other NATO partners, as well as Asian and Latin American countries
4. Russia:  Russia is the second largest arms trading country globally by value of exports and will exert a major influence in ATT negotiations. Countries supplied main customers include India, Syria, Algeria, Myanmar, Venezuela, Sudan and many African states. However, Russia’s arms industry has been falling behind in key technologies and it is seeking sophisticated partners and new markets for many products. 
 5. UK: The UK consistently ranked third, fourth or fifth globally, along with France and Germany, in terms of the annual value of its conventional arms exports. Countries supplied key customers include the USA, India, Saudi Arabia, South Africa and other NATO partners. It is also a major exporter to other countries in the Middle East and North Africa, as well as in sub-Saharan Africa
6. USA: The United States is by far the world’s largest arms trader, accounting for around 30 per cent of conventional arms transfers in terms of value. Its position on the ATT is therefore key countries supplied The USA supplies arms to more than 170 countries and has a mixed record of suspending arms supplies on human rights grounds. For example, it has restricted arms transfers to Myanmar, China, Sri Lanka and Zimbabwe in addition to countries subject to UN arms embargoes. However, it has supplied arms to other countries, for example Sri Lanka, Bahrain, Egypt and Yemen, where there is a substantial risk that they could be used to commit of facilitate serious human rights violations. 
7. Libya: It has been named as the primary source of the illegal weapons trade that is fuelling conflicts in at least 14 countries around the world, a final report from the UN's independent panel on Libya’s sanctions announced Trends Libyan conflictTagsArms, Conflict, UN, Terrorism, Libya, Security,SanctionsIn a briefing to the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) on Monday, the Libya sanctions committee chair, Rwandan Ambassador Eugene Gasana, noted that the post-Gaddafi government is struggling to secure the country in which a number of armed tribal militias denounce Tripoli’s authority.


Other references:

· Number of Guns in Civilian Hands in Thailand
· Stolen Guns in Peru
· Ndragheta Mafia Annual Revenue
· Crimes Along the San Diego – Mexico Border
· Average Jail Time for Arms Trafficker in the United States
· Arms and Human Smuggling on the Jordan – Syria Border
· Arms Trafficking in Brazil as of 2013
· Number of Guns in Brazil
· Buying US Military Supplies in Kabul, Afghanistan
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GUIDING QUESTIONS 
1.  Are small arms a problem in your country? What are your country’s gun laws? What is your government doing about illegal guns? 
2.  What are some secondary effects of the illegal arms trade? What can be done to help the people impacted by these effects? 
3.  What are some global choke points in the illegal arms trade? What can the UN and member nations do to better control those areas? 
4.  What can nations that supply (legally and illegally) arms to the global market do to make sure they are properly marking and keeping records of weapons?
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 Appendix or Appendices 
1. Arms trade treaty, full text: http://www.un.org/disarmament/ATT/docs/ATT_text_(As_adopted_by_the_GA)-E.pdf 
2. The first SC resolution on small arms:  http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2117(2013)  
3. The original Program of Action on Small Arms: http://www.un.org/events/smallarms2006/pdf/192.15%20(E).pdf



Suggestions for Committee

For Research:
· General information about your country.
· What is your country’s stand towards the issue?
· What is your country’s stand towards the treaties and solutions mentioned?
· All topics are explained enough to be discussed in the committee. Hence, for all those topics, consider only the Questions which could have serious impacts on other delegates. Research well. But also, think and find your unique solution. 
· These topics are very research oriented. Research on them. Do not go too deep but find good points to counter each other.
· Think of your own possible solutions or improvisations on existing treaties. This requires only the usage of your brain.

For Resolution:
· Whatever solutions come to your mind or are discussed in the committee.
· How to reduce the illegal trades around the borders of the countries?
· How to prevent armed conflicts between militants and to stop trades of mass destruction weapons?
· How to strengthen the treaties mentioned/ made so far?
· How to improve weaponry security and prevent terrorists from acquiring these weapons?
· Etc.

GOOD LUCK!
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