
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

THE FOURTH 
COMMITTEE 

Special Political  
and Decolonization 
Committee 

TORONTO, CANADA / NAMUN2018 



	
	

	
Welcome Letter 

 
 
Dear distinguished delegates and guests, 
 

Greetings, I hope this message finds you well. Welcome to the Special Political and 
Decolonization Committee (SPECPOL) at NAMUN 2018! My name is Angela Hou, and I 
am an undergraduate student pursuing a double major in International Relations and 
Contemporary Asian Studies. I have been an avid Model UN enthusiast for seven years 
now, and I am very excited to welcome you all to my third NAMUN experience this 
upcoming February. And now over to my co-chair. 

My name is Brandon Yih, and I am an undergraduate student majoring in 
International Relations and Criminology. I have been involved in Model UN for five years 
now, but this is my first time in a Model UN conference with North American styled 
procedure. Instead, my Model UN experiences in Singapore, Berlin, Shanghai, Beijing, 
Taipei, and Taichung, have all been under THIMUN procedures. As such, I am excited to 
learn a new style of MUN, and work with you all in my first NAMUN experience in 2018.  

We will be joined on the dais by Farida Abdelmeguied, double-majoring in Political 
Science and Environmental Studies with a minor in English. This will be her eighth year 
involved in Model UN, and she looks forward to bringing this experience to her work as 
Moderator for SPECPOL this year. 

Brandon and I looking forward to meeting you all in person, especially in the context 
of such a fascinating committee. SPECPOL is one of the vital committees under the UN’s 
largest organ, the General Assembly. Its agenda includes issues from a diverse range of 
fields, including “subjects which include those related to decolonization, Palestinian 
refugees and human rights, peacekeeping, mine action, outer space, public information, 
atomic radiation and University for Peace”.[1] While decolonization has been a major 
focus of SPECPOL’s agenda over the past several decades, relations between former 
colonial powers and former colonies is nonetheless a prevalent topic in contemporary 
global affairs. In our simulation of SPECPOL, we will be discussing the following topics: 

  
- The Question of the Kurdish People 
- Offensive Force in Peacekeeping  
 
As co-chairs of this committee, Brandon and I look forward to hearing your ideas 

and learning about your solutions to our agenda items. We encourage you to honor 
NAMUN’s consistent dedication to academic quality by thoroughly researching the topics 
and your country policy beyond this background guide. We hope you appreciate the 
complexity of the two aforementioned topics, and collaborate effectively in the spirit of 
diplomacy. See you at NAMUN 2018! 

 
Sincerely, 

Angela Hou & Brandon Yih 
  



 
 
 

OFFENSIVE FORCE IN PEACEKEEPING OPERATIONS 
By Angela Hou 

 
 

Introduction 
 
 

Peacekeeping is one of the United Nation’s most critical tools to ensure and 
restore international peace and security. In practice, peacekeeping is a nearly unique 
function of the United Nations, with the exception of several regional organizations. UN 
peacekeeping is funded and staffed by financial and human contributions from UN 
Member States. Peacekeeping missions (consisting of police, troops etc.) are sent to assist 
the transition of conflict zones into lasting peace, specifically in regions previously under 
armed conflict or humanitarian crises.1 The effectiveness of peacekeeping is tightly 
correlated with the legitimacy and success of the UN as an organization, as it represents 
the forefront and image of the UN’s work around the world. 

 
Peacekeeping forces operate under three fundamental principles: 1) consent of 

the party, 2) impartiality, and 3) non-use of force, except “self-defense or in defense of 
the mandate”.2 This means that, in theory, peacekeepers only work in areas where the 
Member State agrees to its presence, only occupies a politically neutral role, and does 
not resort to armed force except when the peacekeeper him/herself or the purpose and 
audience of its work is directly threatened by violence. To various extents, SPECPOL’s 
agenda item of “offensive force in peacekeeping” has the potential to challenge all 
three fundamental pillars outlined above, explicitly contradicting the third principle. This 
background guide will explore the benefits and drawbacks of offensive force in 
peacekeeping missions. It will consider the ramifications of redefining the status quo of 
peacekeeping, and prompt delegates to conduct further research on the key tensions 
between force and the purpose of peacekeeping. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
1 “What is peacekeeping?" United Nations Peacekeeping. 
http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/operations/peacekeeping.shtml.” 
2 "Principles of UN peacekeeping" United Nations Peacekeeping. 
http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/operations/principles.shtml.		



 
 
 

Definitions 
 
 
Robust Mandate 

Apart from the three guiding principles mentioned above, each peacekeeping 
mission has its specific mandate, or parameters of action. Missions are determined by UN 
bodies and defined by the conditions of the country receiving the peacekeepers. Some 
missions are granted special responsibilities and permission to act in more assertive ways. 
Officially, robust mandates are defined as the authorization to “’use all necessary means’ 
to deter forceful attempts to disrupt the political process, protect civilians under imminent 
threat of physical attack, and/or assist the national authorities in maintaining law and 
order.”3 In other words, the Security Council can issue “robust mandates” to missions that 
operate in highly volatile regions, where armed force is necessary to target armed 
groups, shelter civilian populations at risk, and sustain order in post-conflict societies.4  

Currently, robust mandates have been assigned and implemented operationally in 
several peacekeeping missions, but lack legal, administrative, technological, and political 
dimensions, as this background guide will explain below.5 

 
Intervention Brigade 

In the general sense of the word, a brigade refers to a military size and 
formation. However, the definition of an intervention brigade is a changing one, 
especially in the way this term is being used at the United Nations. This word is relevant 
to our discussions in the context of UN peacekeeping. For example, in 2013, the Security 
Council authorized a mission with offensive peacekeeping force titled the United Nations 
Organization Stabilization Mission in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (MONUSCO). 
The brigade was tasked with neutralizing and disarming violent armed groups in the 
region.6 MONUSCO is one of the most prominent case studies for this committee, because 
peacekeepers were instructed to proactively perform “targeted offensive operations” 
against groups who threatened civilians and the state.7 More information on this mission 
below. 

 
 
 
 

 

																																																								
3 Ibid. 
4 Ibid. 
5 "Force Commanders Outline Challenges Facing United Nations Peacekeeping Efforts in Briefing 
to Security Council." United Nations - Meeting Coverage and Press Releases. May 23, 2017. 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/sc12834.doc.htm.  
6 Kayode, Sijuade Sunday. "'Intervention Brigade’ for the Congo: A Precedent for UN." Review of 
International Law & Politics 10, no. 38 (2014): 99-118. 
7 "Resolution 2098." United Nations Security Council. March 28, 2013. 
http://www.un.org/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/2098(2013).		



 
 
 

Historical Background 
 
 

Offensive force is the anomaly, rather than the norm, in UN peacekeeping. Most 
“classical” peacekeeping missions have been deployed to stabilize a post-conflict region, 
monitor cease-fire operations, or facilitate and stabilize transitions out of conflict.8 
Landmark missions, such as the deployment to the Suez Canal and Kashmir, serve to show 
that UN peacekeeping originally began as an observing and moderating role.9 The 
legacy of peacekeeping has been shaped by historical figures such as Lester B. Pearson 
and former UN Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjöld, both of whom emphasized the 
importance of self-defense as the exclusive motivation for the use of force in 
peacekeeping missions.10 Over the past several decades, many scholars have observed 
the trend that Security Council-sanctioned peacekeeping mandates have become 
increasingly more ambitious, partly due to the increasing complexity of armed conflicts in 
the 21st century. 

 
In the history of UN peacekeeping, several missions have been given specific 

permission to use offensive force. This means that the condition of threat to the safety of 
the peacekeepers and their mandate need not be met for peacekeepers to open fire. 
The most explicit example of this occurred in MONUSCO, as mentioned above. 
Paragraph 9 and 10 of Security Council Resolution 2098 authorized peacekeeping 
troops in DR Congo to use combat force against armed groups that have breached 
international humanitarian law by deliberately killing and abusing civilian populations.11 
Specifically, the peacekeepers were allowed to proactively search for and attack armed 
groups in the DR Congo. Rebel groups, notably the M23 (March 23 Movement, or 
Congolese Revolutionary Army), were the intended recipients of such operations.12 In 
order to protect civilians from war crimes and other atrocities, the UN expanded its 
allowance of offensive force for peacekeepers. This mission is also remembered for 
another extraordinary measure taken by the UN - the unprecedented use of unmanned 
aerial vehicles (UAVs, or drones) to combat militia activity.13 

 
 

																																																								
8 "History of Peacekeeping: The Early Years" United Nations Peacekeeping. 
http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/operations/early.shtml.  
9 Macqueen, Norrie. Peacekeeping and the International System. London: Routledge, 2006, 61. 
10 Ibid, 76. 
11 "'Intervention Brigade' Authorized as Security Council Grants Mandate Renewal for United 
Nations Mission in Democratic Republic of Congo." United Nations - Meeting Coverage and Press 
Releases. March 28, 2013. https://www.un.org/press/en/2013/sc10964.doc.htm.  
12 "DR Congo: UN peacekeeping on offensive after defeat of M23, says senior UN official." UN 
News Center. December 11, 2013. 
https://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?NewsID=46721#.WbQ-dK2ZP6Z.  
13 Gberie, Lansing. "Intervention brigade: End game in the Congo?” Africa Renewal Online. 
August 2013. https://www.un.org/africarenewal/magazine/august-2013/intervention-brigade-
end-game-congo.  



 
 
 

Other instances of robust mandates include the Rapid Reaction Force deployed in 
1995, which provided support for the UNPROFOR mission during the Yugoslav Wars, 
much for the same purpose of civilian protection as MONUSCO.14 The decision to deploy 
the RRF also came in response to the seizure of UN peacekeepers as hostages, and the 
decision was sanctioned by UN Security Council resolution 998. This military 
reinforcement was also added to create UN-safe areas in Srebrenica, and prevent 
attacks in the area.15 The conditions on the ground during this conflict convinced the UN 
of the necessity of equipping peacekeepers with offensive force. 

 
 Another example is the MINUSTAH mission in Haiti, during which the use of force 

has been controversial.16 On one hand, the military success of disarming gangs in Haiti 
proves that for properly equipped and commanded troops, offensive use of force in 
peacekeeping missions can create decisive effects.17 On the other hand, critics of this 
mission argue that the success was political and limited to a tactical level, as the 
advancement militarily was not integrated into “[the overall] mission of stabilization and 
political and economic transformation”.18  

 
On the other hand, most peacekeeping missions in the past have not been given 

assent to be on the offensive, and one can argue that several of such instances have 
compromised the effectiveness of UN peacekeeping. A counter-example can be seen in 
the MINUSMA mission in Mali. While a military component would have helped arrest 
those (accused of) committing war crimes in Mali, the UN did not authorize the use of 
offensive force for peacekeepers entering the country.19 Deliberate attacks on 
contingents and civilians in Mali were also taking place during and after the conflict, but 
the UN did not make said exception regarding force.20 One should consider why this 
situation was one where offensive force was not approved, and why it was 
differentiated from cases such as MONUSCO. This scenario serves to draw upon the 
general question of how the failure and success of peacekeeping missions in the past can 
be attributed to permission or restrictions on the use of force.  
 

																																																								
14 Lassos, Hervé. "New Challenges and Priorities for UN Peacekeeping." The Brookings Institution. 
June 17, 2014. https://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/documents/HL-remarks-brookings.pdf. 6. 
15 Dodd, Tom. "War and Peacekeeping in the Former Yugoslavia." Commons Library briefing - 
UK Parliament. October 12, 1995. 
16 Berdal, Mats, and David H. Ucko. "The Use of Force in UN Peacekeeping Operations." The 
RUSI Journal 160, no. 1 (March 13, 2015): 6-12. 
17 Ibid, 8. 
18 Ibid, 10. 
19 "Security Council Establishes Peacekeeping Force for Mali Effective 1 July, Unanimously 
Adopting Resolution 2100 (2013)." United Nations - Meetings Coverage and Press Releases. 
April 25, 2013. https://www.un.org/press/en/2013/sc10987.doc.htm.  
20 "Vested Interest in Operational Potential of African Peace Support Missions, Ways to 
Strengthen Interplay with United Nations, Central to Fourth Committee Debate." United Nations - 
Meetings Coverage and Press Releases. October 30, 2014. 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2014/gaspd569.doc.htm.  



 
 
 

Issues 
 
1st Principle: Consent of the Parties 
 

In addition to offensive force, the robust mandate of MONUSCO in March 2013 
also authorized the use of force by peacekeepers “with or without the Congolese 
national army”.21 This meant that joint operations are optional, and peacekeepers may 
decide to act unilaterally. This raises potential questions regarding the first principle of 
UN peacekeeping: consent of the parties. Although the entry of peacekeeping troops still 
depends on the consent of state governments, should Member States have a say in how 
peacekeepers act on the ground once they arrive? What if the government or national 
troops do not have the capacity to cooperate with UN peacekeepers, especially on 
targeted operations?  

 
In fact, in practice, some states may even need offensive peacekeeping to restore 

their capacity to formally consent to the presence of peacekeepers. In Haiti, for example, 
MINUSTAH peacekeepers played a crucial role in breaking the link between gangs and 
the political-business elite, thus giving the Haitian state the capacity to properly consent 
for continued UN presence in the country.22 In conflict zones, this scenario is not 
uncommon, and consent from the party receiving the peacekeepers is not always clear. 

 
In relation to state consent, the potential of permitting offensive force may also 

reduce the willingness of state governments to accept the presence of peacekeepers in 
their country in the first place. Currently, member states engage in extensive diplomacy 
and negotiation to persuade a country in conflict to consent to peacekeeping operations. 
Furthermore, how does a more expansive military role impact the deployment of non-
military elements of peacekeeping delivery? This issue’s potential to redefine the basic 
function of peacekeeping is one to keep in mind. 
 
2nd Principle: Impartiality 
 
 The second defining characteristic of peacekeeping is that peacekeepers are 
meant to be an impartial actor in the conflict. However, opening fire on particular armed 
groups is not a politically neutral stance. In the complex landscapes of conflict, how do 
the UN and its peacekeepers decide which groups to fight, especially when multiple sides 
to the war have committed inhumane atrocities, including governments recognized by the 
UN? To date, the UN has emphasized that blue helmets are not a party to any conflict, 
and this notion has been strongly supported by delegations such as Russia and Egypt.23 

																																																								
21 "Resolution 2098." United Nations Security Council. 
22 Berdal, Mats, The Use of Force in UN Peacekeeping Operations, 11.	
23 "Evaluation of the implementation and results of protection of civilians mandates in United 
Nations peacekeeping operations." United Nations General Assembly. March 7, 2014. 
https://oios.un.org/resources/ga_report/a-68-787-dpko.pdf.  



  
 

 
The United Nations Operation in the Congo, or ONUC, is also an interesting case 

study for this issue. In David Gibbs’ writing, he explored how American policymakers 
heavily influenced the peacekeeping mission in the Congo, and intervened in the internal 
politics of the Congo in the 1960s.24 The US urged for the disarmament of Congolese 
soldiers, further fueling resistance from Katangan authorities against ONUC.25 Security 
Council resolution 1960/8/8 granted ONUC permission to enter Katanga and remove 
Belgian troops with offensive force, clearly indicating support for the local government.26 
Many criticized this scenario as an excessive and political use of force, arguing that this 
mandate does not comply to the standards of neutrality prescribed to the fundamental 
principles of peacekeeping. 
 
Precedent or Exception? 

 
To be clear, the use of offensive force can be effective in the context of 

peacekeeping. A report provided by the Office of Internal Oversight Services, presented 
at the 68th session of the General Assembly, stated that the surrender of M23 and other 
rebel groups in 2013 was accelerated precisely by the assertive presence of 
MONUSCO peacekeepers.27 However, despite the success of MONUSCO, documents 
and spokespeople working at the UN have emphasized the exceptional nature of this 
case. The Security Council stated that this authorization is “on an exceptional basis and 
without creating a precedent or any prejudice to the agreed principle of 
peacekeeping”.28 According to media coverage on the Special Committee on 
Peacekeeping Operations meeting in 2015, the Argentina, Georgian, Indian, and 
Peruvian delegations have been clear on their stance that MONUSCO should not and 
does not set a precedent for the use of offensive force in future peacekeeping missions.29  

 
However, this issue remains contentious and debated in relevant UN organs and 

agencies. Some argue that MONUSCO should set the precedent for peacekeeping forces 
in the future, because the connection between protecting civilians and fending off violent 
armed groups is often a strong one. On the other hand, many are concerned about the 
“slippery slope” problem associated with interpreting the purpose of peacekeeping and 
the UN Charter too leniently. UN Member States are concerned that this slippery slope  

																																																								
24 Gibbs, David N. "The United Nations, International Peacekeeping and the Question of 
‘Impartiality’: Revisiting the Congo Operation of 1960." The Journal of Modern African 
Studies 38, no. 3 (September 2000): 359-82. 359. 
25 Ibid, 360, 364. 
26 Ibid, 367. 
27 Evaluation of the implementation and results of protection of civilians mandates in United 
Nations peacekeeping operations 
28 Doss, Alan. "In the Footsteps of Dr Bunche: The Congo, UN Peacekeeping and the Use of 
Force." Journal of Strategic Studies 37, no. 5 (2014): 703-35. 726. 
29 "Dangerous Peacekeeping Deployment Areas Demand Adherence to Founding Principles, Focus 
on Performance, Impartiality, Special Committee Told as Session Opens." United Nations - 
Meetings Coverage and Press Releases. February 17, 2015. 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2015/gapk219.doc.htm.	



 
 
 
may make the peacekeeping troops increasingly expensive, political, unregulated, and 
even too large of an encroachment on state sovereignty. If so, then under what specific 
conditions should offensive force be an applicable and acceptable “exception”? Should it 
remain an exception? 
 
The United Nations: Organizational Definition and Funding 
 

Redefining the role of peacekeeping has profound ramifications for the United 
Nations, both philosophically and operationally. Adding offensive force to peacekeeping 
may blur the lines between it, peace-building, and peace enforcement. The difference 
currently lies in the sequential stage of conflict intervention and the extent of deployment, 
and one can argue that these boundaries are currently already being renegotiated.30 
Not only does this change the work of the UN, it also impacts how others view the 
organization. During the MINUSTAH operation in Haiti, for instance, local peoples 
protested with signs reading “end UN occupation,” pushing back against the assertive use 
of force and the cholera contagion brought by peacekeepers.31 Offensive force in 
peacekeeping changes the public perception of the UN’s work, which is a tradeoff to 
consider when proposing enhanced peacekeeping mandates. 

 
Secondly, authorizing the use of offensive force in peacekeeping missions comes 

at a very tangible and literal price. The resources needed are concisely summarized by 
the delegation of Cuba’s statement at the 68th session of the General Assembly Fourth 
Committee, on behalf of the Community of Latin American and Caribbean States 
(CELAC): “effective operations depend on political support, human, financial, logistical 
resources, a clearly defined mandate, and a clear exit strategy”. A bigger role for 
peacekeepers is associated with a greater demand for capacity, and subsequently 
resources. In the early 1990s, a peacekeeping operation in Somalia led to the death of 
113 UN combatants. This incident alarmed the international community to the lack of 
readiness of peacekeepers to address various armed factions. 32 If offensive force is to 
be included in more missions, peacekeepers must be properly trained and commanded to 
fight criminal networks, rebels, militias, and even terrorists. Venezuela, specifically, has 
emphasized the importance of developing technology, improving safety for deployed 
peacekeepers, and improving their “offensive capacity in hostile settings”.33 This issue of  

																																																								
30 "Peace and Security." United Nations Peacekeeping. 
http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/operations/peace.shtml.  
31 Beeton, Dan. "Soldiers Without a Cause: Why Are Thousands of UN Troops Still in Haiti?" 
Center For Economic and Policy Research. Spring 2012. http://cepr.net/publications/op-eds-
columns/soldiers-without-a-cause-why-are-thousands-of-un-troops-still-in-haiti.  
32 Lynch, Colum. "U.N. Peacekeeping More Assertive, Creating Risk for Civilians." The Washington 
Post, August 15, 2005. http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2005/08/14/AR2005081400946.html.  
33 "Special Committee Speakers Seek Clarification of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles Use to Protect 
Peacekeepers in Increasingly Toxic Environments | Meetings Coverage and Press R." United 



 
 
 
capacity has also been addressed at high-profile events such as the Security Council 
debate in 2016, which discussed asymmetrical threats to UN peacekeepers and 
operations.34  
 

When the mandate of peacekeeping missions become limiting to its execution, 
one must re-evaluate the role of armed force in such operations. However, the idea of 
better equipping peacekeepers for combat seems to have been rejected by the UN in 
this day and age, as a report by the High-level Independent Panel on Peace Operations 
stated that “peacekeeping was not designed and not equipped to impose political 
solutions by sustained use of force”.35 It is important to note that larger mandates and 
expanded capacity translate into a demand for more ambitious financial contributions 
from UN Member States, which is a separate budgetary issue for the organization and 
its stakeholders. 
 
Accountability for Peacekeepers 
 

It is important to note that the work of peacekeepers must also be viewed in the 
context with past injustices committed by this group. The authorization of offensive force 
gives peacekeepers more power overall, and given past abuses of such power, one must 
consider how reforms to the system can be made to better entrust peacekeepers with 
expansive mandates. Examples of this issue include past scandals of peacekeepers 
requesting sexual favors in exchange for food, or explicit rape and abuse of local 
populations during deployment. People in countries such as the DR Congo, Somalia, 
Mozambique etc. have been victimized by peacekeeping troops in the past, leading to a 
deep sense of distrust, and any proposals for offensive force must account for potential 
violations of behavioral conduct.36 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																																																																																																																																			
Nations - Meetings Coverage and Press Releases. February 18, 2015. 
https://www.un.org/press/en/2015/gapk221.doc.htm.  
34 "Speakers in Security Council Sound Alarm over Rapidly Growing 'Asymmetrical Threats' to 
United Nations Peace Operations." United Nations - Meeting Coverage and Press Releases. 
November 7, 2016. https://www.un.org/press/en/2016/sc12577.doc.htm.  
35 "As Fourth Committee Continues Peacekeeping Debate, Speakers Stress Need to Understand 
Issues Surrounding Use of Force by 'Blue Helmets'." United Nations - Meeting Coverage and Press 
Release. November 4, 2015. https://www.un.org/press/en/2015/gaspd596.doc.htm. 
36 Essa, Azad. "Why do some UN peacekeepers rape?" Al Jazeera. August 04, 2017. 
http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/features/2017/07/peacekeepers-rape-
170730075455216.html.		



 
 
 

United Nations Activity 
 

As mentioned above, the United Nations has been actively involved in 
peacekeeping, and more recently in reconsidering the use of offensive force in 
peacekeeping activities. Notable UN actions include Resolution A/RES/71/314, which is 
an example of comprehensive review completed by the GA Fourth Committee, or 
SPECPOL.37 Various components of the UN are jointly responsible for drafting and 
evaluating the criteria for robust mandates, and to ensure the quality of peacekeeping 
missions. This includes our committee SPECPOL, the High-level Independent Panel on 
Peace Operations, the Special Committee on Peacekeeping, the Security Council, the 
Peacebuilding Commission, the Office of Internal Oversight etc. While SPECPOL is 
responsible for comprehensive reviews of peacekeeping missions, resolutions produced 
by the Security Council and deliberative bodies such as the GA tend to focus on specific 
missions or clarifying the rules of engagement.38 For more information, delegates are 
encouraged to consult historical reports on the topic, such as Articles 48, 49, and 53 in 
the Brahimi report published in 2000 and beyond.39 Structurally, what adjustments can 
be made to the UN system, in order to facilitate the necessary steps behind implementing 
this committee’s recommendations? Consider the effectiveness of the status quo, and the 
different mechanisms at play within the UN. For instance, should SPECPOL’s role in 
determining peacekeeping mandates be expanded? Which UN agency or organ should 
be responsible for the final decision on the authorization for offensive force? Should the 
approval of force in existing peacekeeping operations be accelerated through a more 
efficient review process? These questions serve as some examples to fuel further 
discussion. 

 
More detailed and defined mandates create both more clarity and ambiguity. 

Specific authorization for offensive force removes confusion about what is expected from 
peacekeeping missions, but it requires a high level of understanding of the conflict on the 
ground.40 Ambiguity is also a concern, because peacekeeping mandates are always a 
political product of negotiation and bargaining, and Member States are far from 
consensus on this issue.41 There has been extensive debate on all the issues mentioned 
above, from the role of peacekeepers in counter-terrorism operations to the budget  

																																																								
37	"Comprehensive review of the whole question of peacekeeping operations in all their aspects." 
United Nations General Assembly. July 20, 2017. 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/71/314  
38 "Special Political and Decolonization (Fourth) Committee." General Assembly and 
Peacekeeping. http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/ctte/CTTEE.htm.  
39 "’Brahimi Report’ Report of the Panel on United Nations Peace Operations (2000)." United 
Nations - Conferences, Meetings, and Events. November 13, 2000. 
http://www.un.org/en/events/pastevents/brahimi_report.shtml  
40 Evaluation of the implementation and results of protection of civilians mandates in United 
Nations peacekeeping operations 
41 Lipson, Michael. "Performance under ambiguity: International organization performance in UN 
peacekeeping." The Review of International Organizations 5, no. 3 (August 19, 2010): 249-84. 



 
 
 
distributed to such missions.42 Often, the heightened necessity for clarity in missions with 
offensive force ay hold in tension with the decision-making process. 
 
 
 

Task of the Committee 
 
 

The task of this committee is to attempt to answer the questions in the “Issues” 
section collectively. Delegates should aim to produce recommendations for structural 
reforms of peacekeeping, or arguments for why the status quo of restricting offensive 
force is preferred. Assess how each country and its policies envision peacekeeping, how 
its financial and human commitments to peacekeeping determine or reflect its interests, 
and where applicable, how its past interaction with peacekeeping troops determine its 
position. One of the most core issues in this agenda item is to discuss whether offensive 
force is necessary in peacekeeping operations, and if so, to attempt to create an 
impartial set of guidelines for when it is to be permitted. The following list of questions 
can guide your considerations as you formulate an answer to this prompt: 

• If offensive force is deemed necessary, to what extent should it be allowed? 
• How can SPECPOL play a role in ensuring that the three foundational 

principles of peacekeeping are upheld if and when offensive force is 
permitted? 

• Should MONUSCO and alike operations set a precedent? If not, then under 
what conditions can exceptions to the rule be made? 

• How can robust mandates be designed to incorporate offensive force into 
operational, political, administrative, and legal spheres of the UN’s work? 

• How can the UN and its peacekeepers ensure the effectiveness and 
consistency of peacekeeping given the (potential) additional dimensions to its 
work? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
42 Evaluation of the implementation and results of protection of civilians mandates in United 
Nations peacekeeping operations 



 
 
 

Sources 
 
 

Please consult the following list of recommended websites and literature. More 
information can be found in the bibliography below.  
 
Brahimi Report: "Identical letters dated 21 August 2000 from the Secretary-General to 

the President of the General Assembly and the President of the Security Council." 
United Nations General Assembly. August 21, 2000. 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A%2F55%2F305.  

 
"Principles of UN peacekeeping" United Nations Peacekeeping. 

http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/operations/principles.shtml.  
 
"Republic of the Congo ONUC - Mandate." United Nations. 

https://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/past/onucM.htm.  
 
Sloan, James. "The Evolution of UN Peacekeeping." Journal of Strategic Studies 37, no. 5 

(July 25, 2014): 674-702.  
[Note: this source is very comprehensive, and on p693 lists all the peacekeeping missions 

under which Chapter VII have been invoked. Please see this article for more 
historic case-studies.] 

 
"United Nations Organization Stabilization Mission in the Democratic Republic of the 

Congo (MONUSCO)." United Nations. 
http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/monusco/.  

 
"United Nations Peacekeeping Operations - Principles and Guidelines." United Nations 

Department of Peacekeeping Operations, Department of Field Support. January 
18, 2008. https://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/documents/capstone_eng.pdf.  

 
"United Nations Stabilization Mission in Haiti (MINUSTAH)." United Nations. 

https://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/minustah/.  
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THE QUESTION OF THE KURDISH POPULATION 
By Brandon Yih 

 
 

Introduction 
 

 
The Kurds inhabit an area of roughly 200,000 square kilometers, about the size 

of Spain, that covers southeastern Turkey, northern Iraq, northern Syria, and northwestern 
Iran.43 There are an estimated 20 to 40 million ethnic Kurds residing in this region.44 In 
history, the Kurds have led insurgencies in Turkey (notably from 1984-1999 and recently 
from 2004-2013), in Iraq (notably from 1961-1991), and in Syria (ongoing since 2013). 
As geographic and political boundaries have separated the ethnic Kurds, there is also a 
now prevalent lack of ethnic unity among the Kurds. There is also a great disparity 
between access to economic resources in the different regions ethnic Kurds inhabit. For 
example, access to oil is seen in Kurdish-majority areas in Iraq and Syria while Kurdish-
majority areas in Turkey and Iran lack the same accessibility.45 Some political differences 
have also arisen, such as the establishment of the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG), 
which solely holds power in Kurdish-majority areas of northern Iraq, but not in other 
Kurdish-majority areas in neighboring sovereign countries.46 The growing differences 
among the ethnic Kurds have impeded their efforts in seeking a right to self-
determination in their home countries. As a result, the areas in which ethnic Kurds hold a 
majority have seen violence and chaos, particularly in Turkey, and political tension, 
particularly in Iraq.  

 
NOTE: Since the Iraqi Kurdistan independence referendum of September 2017 was a 
recent event and the implications are still developing and unclear as of the completion of 
this background guide on October 12, 2017, it will be the responsibility of delegates to 
keep informed.  
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Definitions 
 

 
Democracy: According to the United Nations General Assembly, “democracy is a 
universal value based on the freely expressed will of people to determine their political, 
economic, social and cultural systems and their full participation in all aspects of their 
lives.”47 
 
KDP: Kurdistan Democratic Party, founded in 1946, headed by Marsoud Barzani (the 
current President of the KRG), based in Northern Iraq 
 
KRG: Kurdistan Regional Government (in predominantly ethnic Kurdish regions of 
Northern Iraq) 
 
Kurdistan: Kurdish-majority territory consisting of about 200,000 square miles of land. 
The proposed “Kurdistan” is defined as the areas in which ethnic Kurds constitute a 
majority today, though this definition would entail that the range of Kurdish-majority 
areas has historically fluctuated.48 Note that the United Nations does not have an official 
position on this proposition. 
 
PKK: Kurdistan Workers’ Party, a left-wing organization based primarily in Turkey and 
Iraq 
 
PUK: Patriotic Union of Kurdistan, headed by Jalal Talabani, based in Northern Iraq 
 
PYD: Democratic Union Party, based in Northern Syria 
 
SDF: Syrian Democratic Forces, a “U.S.-backed Kurdish-Arab alliance”49 
 
Self-Determination: According to the Unrepresented Nations & Peoples Organization 
(UNPO), self-determination is defined as the “right [to] freely determine [one’s]  political 
status and freely pursue [one’s] economic, social and cultural development.”50 
 
UNHCR: United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees 
 
 
 

																																																								
47 "Democracy," United Nations, http://www.un.org/en/sections/issues-depth/democracy/. 
48 Izady, pp.1. 
49 Alan Taylor, "The Battle for Raqqa," The Atlantic, , 
https://www.theatlantic.com/photo/2017/10/the-battle-for-raqqa/542778/. 
50 "Unrepresented Nations and Peoples Organization," UNPO: Self-determination, July 19, 2006, 
http://www.unpo.org/article/4957.	



 
 
 

Historical Background 
 
 
This section will be split based on geography.  
 
Iraq 
Without a sovereign entity directly representing all ethnic Kurds, the closest thing to a 
nation that the Kurds have is the KRG in northern Iraq. The origin of the KRG lies in the 
Kurdistan Front, which was formed in the aftermath of the Anfal campaigns in 1989.51 
The Anfal (Arabic for “spoils”) campaigns undertaken by Iraqi forces killed an estimated 
50,000 to 100,000 ethnic Kurds in 1988.52 Looking back, the contention between the 
Kurds and the Iraqi government started from Iraq’s independence. The Kurdish people 
wanted independence or meaningful autonomy, the latter of which was granted by 
Baghdad in 1970.53 The Kurdistan Autonomous Region was defined by Baghdad in a 
way that deliberately excluded oil-rich regions, and the Iraqi government embarked on 
an “Arabization” of oil-producing Kirkuk and Khanaqin, leading to Kurdish revolts.54 
Starting in the 1980s, the KDP and PUK allied closer and closer with the Iranian 
government, then at war with Iraq.55 In 1983, five to eight thousand males were 
abducted by Iraqi troops in retribution to KDP’s involvement with Iranian operations.56 
Due to the lack of international condemnation on Iraq, despite Kurdish urgings with the 
United Nations, it seemed that Baghdad believed these future Anfal campaigns could be 
taken “without any adverse reaction.”57 As the PUK signed a formal political and military 
agreement with the Iranian government, and the KDP and PUK gained local Kurdish 
support, by 1987, the Kurdistan Autonomous Region seemed to lack Baghdad’s control, 
which was intolerable for the Iraqi government.58 Nevertheless, the Kurdistan Front 
pushed forward a de facto government, the KRG, because the Iraqi government’s 
administration of the area receded with the First Gulf War in October 1991.	59 The lack 
of a formal governmental structure created a need for elections, which took place in May 
1992. It is important to note that the KRG doesn’t hold power in all areas in which ethnic  

																																																								
51 Yildiz, Kerim. "The Kurds in Iraq: A History." In The Future of Kurdistan: The Iraqi Dilemma, 5-14. Pluto 
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53 Human Rights Watch, "Introduction : GENOCIDE IN IRAQ: The Anfal Campaign Against the Kurds (Human 
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Kurds held a majority. The international community was ambivalent at KRG’s formation, 
however, the United States of America (USA) was ideologically in support of these 
democratic processes, and thus welcomed it.60 Yet, the USA’s respect of Iraq’s territorial 
integrity forced it to take precautions in forming an official stance.61 The UN refused to 
offer recognition and provide assistance in the KRG’s elections.62 During the early 1990s 
(the time of Saddam Hussein’s rule), the region remained agricultural-based, non-
industrialized and dependent on external sources of income as a result of years of war, 
Anfal operations, and the neglect of local infrastructure.63 The US toppled the Iraqi 
government in 2003, and a new constitution guaranteed the ethnic Kurds a continuation 
of their autonomy.64 It is important to note that the median age of Kurdistan is 20, so 
more than half of the population have only known Kurdish autonomy in their lifetime.65 
Since 2010, the KRG have spent more than 6 million USD on lobbying in the US, seeking 
foreign attention.66 It is also important to note that as the Iraqi government attempts to 
resolve the ongoing conflict against the so-called “Islamic State” that the KRG is also 
pushing into and occupying “Islamic State” territory, such as Zumar.67 This may pose a 
potential future conflict with the central Iraqi government as territory not originally 
defined as part of the Kurdistan Autonomous Region are being controlled by the ethnic 
Kurds. 

 
Fanack Chronicle. "Distribution of Kurdish People in Turkey, Iran, Iraq and Syria."  

Map. Fanack Chronicle. https://chronicle.fanack.com/wp-
content/uploads/sites/5/2014/12/Iraq_kurdistanmap_001_02.jpg.	 
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Turkey 
Turkey faces a key issue with Kurdish insurgency (focusing on two time periods: 1984-
1999 and 2004-2013). Members of the PKK killed two police officers in two attacks in 
the villages of Eruh and Semdinli on August 15th, 1984, sparking a 15-year effort for 
Kurdish self-determination in Turkey.68 Around 35,000, most of whom were civilians, died 
between 1984 and 1999 due to the conflict in the region.69 The Turkish government 
maintained that the PKK was not greatly supported amongst the Kurds and that 
autonomy wasn’t appealing to those living in Southeastern Turkey.70 It is important to 
note that the first Kurdish insurgency campaign occurred during the same time period as 
the Iraq-Iran War, so there was major political instability in the region. The PKK declared 
a ceasefire in September 1999, but the conflict resumed in June 2004 due to a Turkish 
military offensive.71 After the rise of the so-called “Islamic State” as a major regional 
player in 2014, the Turkish government forces have been increasing security patrol. Since 
July 2015, Turkish forces began conducting security operations in several southeastern 
Turkish provinces, which have involved thousands of troops armed with combat-ready 
infantry, artillery and the Turkish Air Force.72 The Turkish authorities claims that these 
operations are in response to “terrorist activities” allegedly conducted by the PKK.73 
Between July 2015 and August 2016, around 2000 people have been reportedly killed, 
around which about 1200 are civilians.74 Over 355,000 Southeast Turkey residents, 
mainly ethnic Kurds, have been displaced along with the destruction of their homes and 
local cultural monuments.75 The most serious incidents (causing the greatest number of 
deaths) have been reported in Cizre in the province of Sirnak, but have also been 
reported in the provinces of Diyarbakir, Mardin, and Hakkari, all of which are near the 
borders of Iran, Iraq and Syria.76 
 

The Turkish government is also conflicted on the issue of Kurds in Rojava, northern 
Syria. The Justice and Development Party (AKP), the Republican People’s Party (CHP), 
and the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP), which are the three dominating parties of 
Turkish parliament, “have always considered Kurdish autonomy in Turkey as an attempt  
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at separation and/or a first step towards Kurdish independence from Turkey.”77 As such, 
the progression towards democratic autonomy in the Rojava region, bordering the 
southern Turkish provinces, is threatening Turkish interests for the Anatolian-Middle 
Eastern region. 
 

 

Source: "Turkey Political Map." Romania Maps and Views. 2012.  
http://www.aboutromania.com/maps183.html. 
 
 

Syria 
From 1962 until 2012, the Syrian government refused to recognize the citizenship of 
approximately 200,000 ethnic Kurds. After the Arab Spring (2010-2012), the Kurds in 
Northern Syria, specifically in Rojava (“Western Kurdistan” - a de facto autonomous 
region), took advantage of the weakness of Syrian authority and established a major 
amount of autonomy in the Northern Syria region.78 After the Syrian Civil War broke out 
in 2011, the Rojavan Kurds formed armed militias to keep the war “out of the 
autonomous cantons declared in 2014.”79 The PKK of Turkey helped to establish Rojava’s 
Democratic Autonomous Administration under PYD leadership because they were unable  
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to negotiate with Turkey for political space.80 In fact, Syria has hosted members of the 
PKK since the 1980s, which has consequently increased local Syrian Kurdish support for 
the PKK.81 Although the leader of the PKK, Abdullah Ocalan, has been forced to leave 
Syria, the political and ideological influence has “remained.”82 

 
 

 
Source: "Syria: Who controls what?" Al Jazeera. September 6, 2017.  

http://www.aljazeera.com/mritems/Images/2017/9/10/cd82c97388674057a47b139c76681
fda_6.jpg. 

 
 

In 2014, the so-called “Islamic State” took control of the city of Raqqa in northern 
Syria, and starting in 2016, the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) – a rebel alliance 
dominated by Rojavan Kurds – started advancing on Raqqa.83 It is important to note that 
U.S. special forces are also supporting the largely Kurdish SDF troops, and the SDF have 
been seizing large amounts of territory from the control of the Islamic State as the KRG 
has done in Iraq.84 However, the SDF does face backlash from the Turkish government, 
which views them as “an extension of Kurdish rebels in Turkey and therefore a terrorist  
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organization.”85 The SDF has denied connections to the PKK.86 Turkey intervened in 
support of the Free-Syrian Army (FSA), but also to stop Kurdish militias, the People’s 
Protection Units’ (YPG).87 The Kurdish-majority YPG militia are the main component of the 
SDF. Since August 2016, the Turkish-backed forces have controlled a 70 kilometers (45 
miles) gap between Manbij and the Turkish border by capturing the border area from 
the so-called “Islamic State”.88 Turkey has been determined to prevent the SDF from 
uniting with two Kurdish enclaves on the Turkish frontier.89 As the Kurds aim to unite their 
territories and the land taken from the so-called “Islamic State,” they also faces Turkish 
backlash.90 As a result, the fighting between the so-called “Islamic State” and the anti-
fundamentalist forces is not the only contention in Syria as the Turkish intervention and the 
SDF compete to achieve their goals. 
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Issues 
 
 
There are a few key issues that must be resolved in order for ethnic Kurds to seek a right 
to self-determination.  
 
Politics 
Firstly, there is growing political instability, particularly in Iraq with the KRG. Changes in 
leadership have been minimal in KRG-controlled area in Northern Iraq in comparison 
with the central Iraqi government.91 KRG President Marsoud Barzani has even refused to 
step down at the end of his presidential term in 2015.92 Barzani’s KDP has also always 
been a familial enterprise in which close family hold positions like prime minister, head of 
the KDP Security Council and intelligence services, and more.93 The KDP’s main opponent 
is the PUK under Jalal Talabani, which is also heavily controlled by the Talabani family. 
As such the KRG-controlled territory in Northern Iraq isn’t flourishing as a real 
“democracy,” as political violence increases and the elections are continuously being 
delayed, now to November 2017.94 Many in the KDP argue that the threat of the so-
called “Islamic State” has not made this the appropriate time to talk of democracy, and 
Masrour Barzani, Marsoud’s son, has even said that having his father step down during 
this time could be destabilizing.95 However, it is important to note that Barzani’s term is 
extralegal and this in effect would mean that he is governing via emergency law, which 
can be troublesome as seen in the Assads’ Syria and Gaddafi’s Libya.96 Others suggest 
these problems may evaporate if only the Kurds had actual independence, but this may 
be dangerous, as seen in 1994 to 1997 when the KDP and PUK militias fought a civil war 
over division of revenue and resources even before the discovery of oil in the area.97 
During this time, thousands died in conflict when KDP allied itself with Syria and PUK 
allied itself with Iran.98 This shows how conflicts among Kurdish parties may create 
regional instability, possibly spreading international, as it creates a division between 
states. The political culture of Iraqi Kurdistan leans “more toward power-sharing 
arrangements in which parties maintain local monopolies rather than true competition,” so 
it is a question whether or not an independent Kurdistan will be able to tolerate political 
competition, the foundation of democracy.99 
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Territorial Integrity 
Secondly, another issue is with territorial integrity. Territorial integrity can be defined as 
“the inviolability of the territory of [a] State, including territory under the effective 
control and possession of a State.”100 In Article 2.4 of the UN Charter, the United Nations 
guarantees respect of the territory of all of its members. It is important to understand 
that the United Nations’ discussion of the issue is not focused per se on Kurdish 
independence, but rather on finding the best way to respect the rights of the Kurdish 
people. The creation of an autonomous Kurdistan would by definition, violate the 
principle of territorial integrity found in Article 2.4 of the UN Charter.  

 
It is critical to note that the Turkish government was particularly concerned that 

the Paris Agreement, which was to be signed between KDP and PUK in July 1994 to 
mediate conflict, would constitute a “roadmap for Kurdish quasi-nationhood,” and thus, 
refused to grant exit visas for the two politicians required to sign the Agreement in Paris, 
leading it to fail.101 This reveals that Turkey has been particularly worried over its 
territorial integrity, which reflects the current situation with the military operations against 
insurgents. The Turkish government has also refused to grant access for the Office of the 
UN High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) to conduct an independent 
investigation.102 Thus, it is necessary to find another method to facilitate regional 
cooperation.  

 
Meanwhile, during Saddam’s rule in Iraq, the KRG attempted to avoid further 

atrocities by the central government by insisting the Kurdish region would remain a part 
of Iraq, which now seems to be contradictory to the KRG’s actions in the areas it controls 
in Northern Iraq.103 Kurdish leaders in Iraq and Turkey have recently been using 
nationalist rhetoric to distract from “domestic failings,” which could set the stage for a 
battle against Turks, Iraqis, Iranians, and Syrians over disputed territories.104 It is also 
important to recognize that the independence, or quasi-independence, of the Kurdish 
people in any of these of three countries (Iraq, Syria, Turkey) could disrupt and quickly 
destabilize the Kurdish regions in the other two. 

 
Autonomy 
Although Kurdish autonomy has been granted in Iraq and established in Syria, the same 
cannot be said in Turkey. The three main parties in Turkish parliament (AKP, CHP, MHP) 
all consider Kurdish autonomy in Syria to be a threat to Turkish interests. Even though the 
CHP does support “some degree of decentralization through the [Turkish] municipalities,”	  
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it does not support the PKK’s expressed desire for democratic autonomy in both Turkey 
and Syria.105 It is important to note that Turkish officials have met with Kurdish leaders 
multiple times in Ankara, the Turkish capital, to impede its “autonomy building process, 
but all these attempts failed,” which has “triggered many foreign policy changes” and 
crisis with international forces like the United States, the Russian Federation, and Iraq.106  

 
Looking on a broader scale, Kurdish autonomy in Iraq, Syria, and Turkey must be 

carefully evaluated in each nation as there are many other minorities in the area. For 
example, the Yazidis, Assyrians, Turkmen, Armenians, Persians, and even Arabs and 
Turks, are all minority groups in the region and also need to be considered when 
confronting the question of the Kurdish peoples. Any decision on how to approach the 
question of the Kurdish people should also include provisions to protect the rights of these 
non-Kurdish minorities in Kurdish-majority areas.  
 
Ethnic Disunity and the Regional Economy  
Lastly, there are also two similar key problems: ethnic disunity with the possible lack of 
economic cooperation. Since the discovery of oil in the Kurdish-majority region, there has 
been a high possibility that disputes would arise if a united Kurdish state was to form. 
This is because most of the natural resource is found in the Kurdish-majority areas in Iraq 
and Syria, which forces the question: whether or not the Iraqi and Syrian Kurds would be 
willing to share their economic wealth from oil with the Iranian and Turkish Kurds. If not, 
this would create geopolitical and local political disputes undercutting Kurdish unity that 
could then escalate the already tense situation.107  
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United Nations Activity 
 
 
 
General Assembly Resolution 1514 (A/RES/1514) - 14 Dec 1960 - Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples - This Resolution recognizes 
the right to self-determination of all peoples regardless of their political, social, economic 
or educational situation 
General Assembly Resolution 1541 (A/RES/1541) - 15 Dec 1960 - Principles which 
should guide members in determining whether or not an obligation exists to transmit the 
information called for under Article 73e of the UN Charter - This Resolution states the 
exact conditions of a Non-Self Governing Territory 
Security Council Resolution 688 (S/RES/688) - 5 April 1991 - condemned political 
repression of Iraqi Kurds, by also allowing humanitarian organizations to access Kurdish-
majority areas of Iraq - 10 For; 3 Against; 2 Abstentions  

Report by the Office of the United Nations  High Commissioner for Human Rights 
(OHCHR) on the human rights situation in South-East Turkey from July 2015 to December 
2016, published in February 2017 - “This report presents a range of early warning 
indicators, which need to be addressed meaningfully in order to remove the danger of 
further escalation of human rights violations in South-East Turkey and other parts of the 
country.”108 
Article 2.4 of the UN Charter: “All Members shall refrain in their international relations 
from the threat or use of force against the territorial integrity or political independence 
of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United 
Nations.”109 - Significance of territorial integrity  
Article 73 of the UN Charter, explicitly refers to self-determination (economic, 
educational, political, and social advancement) 
UNHCR, United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), 
United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF), World Food Programme, World Health 
Organization (WHO), and many other organizations (including non-governmental 
organizations) have been involved in the region to help develop infrastructure and 
provide other services as well as publicizing & developing reports about the region 
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Task of the Committee 
 
 

As ethnic Kurds remain divided by sovereign boundary lines, the right to self-
determination remains a long-term ideal. Through history, there have been attempts to 
resolve issues in the region like the Sykes-Picot Agreement (1916) and the failed Paris 
Agreement. However, even so, the Kurdish insurgency in Turkey remains ongoing, the 
political climate in northern Iraq is destabilizing, and Syria continues to seek political, 
economic, and social stability in a time of a so-called “Islamic State” and Kurdish 
insurgents. As such, the task of the committee is to find a peaceful manner, keeping in 
mind the differences amongst ethnic Kurds in Turkey, Syria and Iraq, for ethnic Kurds to 
seek a democratic decision on their own status. Some questions to answer may include: 

 
− What should countries with ethnic Kurds do to ensure human rights, as found in the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), are guaranteed? What can the 
international community do to help nations with ethnic Kurds achieve this 
protection? 

− How can the international community help instill peace in the region and end the 
armed conflicts in Turkey, Syria and Iraq? 

− What method is the most ideal to support ethnic Kurds’ right to self-
determination? Would this include semi-autonomy? Would this go as far as 
allowing independence? How can the international community support both the 
Kurdish populations as well as the territorial integrity of their host nations? What 
political method would foster stability in the region in the long run? 

− Would changing the current political status quo be of greater harm than benefit? 
If so, could the UN use different approaches depending on the situation in one 
Kurdish group’s nation? 

− How should Iraq and Syria manage the current situation with the Islamic State 
while taking the Kurdish question into account?  

− How best can the UN and the international community protect civilians in the 
ongoing conflicts or possible future conflicts? 

− What is the best method for Iraq, Syria, and Turkey, to protect the rights of the 
Kurdish people in Kurdish-majority regions, while concurrently, taking other 
minority groups into consideration? 

− What steps should be taken to foster cooperation among the nations hosting 
ethnic Kurds?  

− Are the current political parties serving Kurdish interests legitimate and how so? 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

Sources 
 
 
http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/01/21/the-worlds-next-country-kurdistan-kurds-iraq/ 
This website (Foreign Policy) offers credible hypotheses for what a new Kurdish state 

could become in a unstable time with the Islamic State still posing issues for Iraq 
and Syria.  

 
https://www.nytimes.com/2015/11/29/magazine/a-dream-of-utopia-in-hell.html. 
This website (The New York Times) details the current situation with Kurdish insurgents in 

Syria, comparing it with the insurgents in Turkey. 
 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/pages/home.aspx 
This website includes reports of its objective findings in Turkey and other Kurdish-majority 

areas, which is helpful in understanding the recent situation in the area. 
 
https://www.hrw.org/ 
This website (Human Rights Watch) contains multiple articles and reports on the situation 

with ethnic Kurds in Turkey, Syria, and Iraq. This will also be especially helpful 
when it is necessary to understand historical incidents that have affected the Kurds 
in the area. 
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