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UNITED NATIONS
SECURITY COUNCIL
(SC)

Topic 1. Stability in the Arabian Peninsula
Summary
The Arabian Peninsula, which includes among others, Saudi Arabia and Yemen, is a region of strategic
and geopolitical importance. This is for a significant extent due to the large reserves of oil and gas, whereby Saudi
Arabia is one of the largest oil producers in the world. Moreover, the Gulf of Aden to the South-West of Yemen is
of strategic importance to international shipping and trade. Some 22,000 vessels use it annually, carrying around
8% of the world's trade.
Stability in the Arabian Peninsula is challenged. Al-Qaeda has a growing presence in the Arabian
Peninsula and has carried out attacks in, amongst others, Saudi-Arabia and Yemen. The security situation in
Yemen constitutes a threat to the territorial integrity of the country and thereby to peace and security in the
Arabian Peninsula. This threat is caused by the presence of Al-Qaeda, the independence movement in the South
and the conflict with the Houthi’s in the North. This all takes place in the context of ethnic, political and tribal
divides, widespread poverty and the internal displacement of more then 200,000 people. Yemen has been
referred to by some as the ´second Afghanistan.’ Further instability in Yemen would certainly have implications
that go far beyond the Arabian Peninsula itself.
The SOFIMUN 2010 Security Council is requested to address the threat to peace and security in the
Arabian Peninsula in all its aspects and prevent further escalation.

The Resolution is on the next page
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UNITED NATIONS
SECURITY
COUNCIL
(SC)

Sponsors: [People’s Republic
of China, Russian Federation,
Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and the United States of
America]
Signatories: [Austria, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Brazil,
Japan, Nigeria]
[SF/E3/SC/R1.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 1. Stability in the Arabian Peninsula]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/SC/R1.1]
1

THE SECURITY COUNCIL,

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18

Recalling the UN counter terrorism strategy, the findings of Yemen Conferences held in London in
2006, 2010, and reaffirming Security Council resolutions 1904 (2009), 1822 (2008) ;
Recalling the adoption by the General Assembly of the United Nations Global Counter-Terrorism
Strategy (A/60/288) of 8 September 2006 and the creation of the Counter-Terrorism
Implementation Task Force (CTITF) to ensure overall coordination and coherence in the counterterrorism efforts of the United Nations,
Acknowledging the importance of tackling the instability in the Arabian Peninsula with a special
focus on the situation in Yemen,
Recalling its previous resolutions concerning the importance of maintaining world stability in the
context of the threat to peace and security by terrorist organizations in the Arabian Peninsula,
Recalling the six points agreement signed by Saudi Arabia, The Republic of Yemen, and the
Houthi’s movement in February 2010;
Identifying the problem in gulf of Aden as a critical and alarming situation that requires the
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international community to take a rather more effective and solid approach in an effort to blockade
and reduce the regional expansion of Al Qaeda, and to avoid piracy’s involvement in funding and
supporting terrorist organizations,
Bearing in mind that the root causes of conflict need to be addressed in order for the finding of a
viable and long-term solution and that cooperation with relevant UN bodies is vital in this
purpose,

26
27
28
29
30
31

Affirming its strong support for the territorial integrity, sovereignty and political independence of
Yemen within its internationally recognized boundaries and under the exclusive authority of the
Government of Yemen;
Hereby:

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

1. Recognizes the threat to international and regional peace and security caused by the lack of
communication and difficulty of cooperation in the Republic of Yemen:
a) failure to identify Al Qaeda as its primary domestic problem,
b) limited intelligence and logistic cooperation with the international community,
c) international community’s limited knowledge of Yemen’s internal political dynamics,
d) the precarious security situation on the ground that prohibits direct international
support in outlying areas,
e) the limited progress from the Yemeni government to blockade eliminate Al Qaeda
organization in the Arabian peninsula;
f) the outgoing issues of corruption, poverty, and illiteracy;

43
44
45
46
47
48

2. Urges the Yemeni government to take measures to improve the limited local political support
from the international community in order to absorb and effectively administer international
efforts, to work on the aforementioned problems; and further urges the Yemeni government to
expand military and non-military cooperation with the six points agreement counterparts and
the international community;

49
50
51

3. Urges the Yemeni government to take effective and more serious measures to secure all the
diplomatic missions to avoid further incidents in reference to April 2010 hostilities;

52
53
54

4. Urges Yemeni government and the Hauthi activists to refrain from any act of hostility or
provocation that could cause further escalation of the tension between parties;

55
56
57

5. Urges the aforementioned counterparts to abide by their obligation to respect the safety of the
civilians according to the six points agreement;

58
59
60
61

6. Urges the Yemeni Government to take more effective measures to reduce the capabilities of Al
Qaeda-inspired militants. by crafting a more effective government approach uninfluenced by
any international or local bodies supporting Al Qaeda inspired militants;

62
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7. Decides that Yemen shall take the necessary measures to prevent, by their nationals or from
their territories;
a) the sale or supply to any entity or individual in Yemen of arms and related materiel of
all types, including weapons and ammunition, military vehicles and equipment,
paramilitary equipment, and spare parts for the aforementioned groups,
b) the provision to any entity or individual in Yemen of any technical training or assistance
related to the manufacture, and maintenance of the aforementioned items;
8. Calls upon the Saudi Arabian and the Omani governments to take immediate steps to ensure
full cooperation with the Yemeni Government in implementing the previously mentioned
points mentioned in clause 7, through:

74
75

a) sharing intelligence information,

76

b) providing logistical support,

77
78
79
80
81
82
83

c) holding periodic meetings to report the progress of cooperation to the UNSC;
9. Calls upon the international community to cooperate in providing The Yemeni government
with the necessary support to facilitate their efforts in blockading and eradicating focal points
of terrorist organizations within the Yemeni territories, including but not limited to :
a) Military training,

84

b) Logistical assistance when approved by engaging parties,

85

c) Offering military equipments under the supervision and approval of the United Nations
Security Council;

86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101

10. Decides that aforementioned cooperation must be approved by the Counter Terrorism
Committee to avoid interference of terrorist harboring states and terrorist organizations in the
Yemeni internal affairs and sovereignty;
11. Encourages member states to support by all means possible including financial, logistical
mentoring and military support to the current international missions in the gulf of Aden;
12. Calls upon the Yemeni government to enhance its authority all around the shores of Gulf of
Aden, including the deployment of sufficient numbers of Yemeni military personnel, to ensure
the effective monitoring and control over transfer of arms or military equipment to terrorist
organizations in the region;
13. Urges the Gulf cooperation council (GCC) to work with the Republic of Yemen on devising
techniques, measures and efforts to further improve the current unstable financial and political
situation in the republic, taking into consideration the parallel and relevant cultural background
between both parties;

102
103
104
105
106

14. Calls upon the World Bank, International Monetary Fund and the international community to
take immediate steps to extend its financial and humanitarian assistance to the Republic of
Yemen, and also to consider further development assistance in the future to contribute to the
reform and development of Yemen;
‐8‐
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107
108
109

15. Decides to condition further economic financial aid on political and economic reform in order
to improve Yemen’s long-term prospects and stabilize existing political crises;

110
111

16. Decides to remain actively seized of the matter.

112
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Topic 2. Narcotics and the threat to international peace and security
Summary
Production and trafficking of illegal drugs, as well as all related activities, present a threat to international
peace and security. Illegal drugs are often related to organized crime, violence, corruption and even terrorism.
The situation is aggravated in states where the Rule of Law and territorial control is weakened. Trade and
production of illegal drugs presents a direct threat to stability of these states and the wider region. As such this is
an important obstacle to development. On the other hand however it cannot be neglected that drug production
and trade are often a basic source of income for people and one of the few alternatives to poverty.
The large sums of money and global financial flows related to illegal drugs are of great concern as they
not only sustain the current production and trade but also can be used to fund other illegal activities. Terrorist
organizations, for example, are known to use these financial flows to fund their activities. The production and
trade of illegal drugs remains an issue of concern in areas around the world, like Afghanistan and Mexico, despite
efforts by the international community. Efforts to address the issue effectively are complicated due to the national
and international dimension of illegal drugs and all related activities.
The SOFIMUN 2010 Security Council is requested to address the threat to international peace and
security posed by illegal drug production, trade and all related activities in a comprehensive and integrated
manner.

The Resolution is on the next page
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SC

Sofia International Model United Nations

UNITED NATIONS
SECURITY
COUNCIL
(SC)
Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

Sponsors: [China, France ,
Russian Federation, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and the
United States of America.]
Signatories: [Austria,
Mexico, Japan, Turkey]
[SF/E3/SC/R2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 2. Narcotics and the threat to
international peace and security]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/SC/R2.1]
1

THE SECURITY COUNCIL,

2
3
4
5

Reaffirming its previous Resolutions and Presidential Statements on drug trafficking, in particular
its resolutions 1892 (2009), 1904 (2009), 1980 (2009), 1917 (2010),

6
7

Recalling Presidential Statements of October 15, 2008, November 5, 2008 and of July 22 2010,

8
9
10

Further recalling the resolution adopted by the General Assembly in its 20th special session
(UNGASS) in 1998,

11
12
13

Reaffirming its strong commitment to the sovereignty, independence, territorial integrity and
national unity of the States affected by the drug production, transmission or consumption problem;

14
15
16

Reinforcing and welcoming the international community to address the challenges in a coherent and
comprehensive manner,

17
18
19

Recognizing the multifaceted and interconnected nature of the challenges in dealing with the
complex problematic of drug related actions, as well as reaffirming the complexity of the problem,
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as well as the importance of creating a stream of consciousness and a path for acting towards
sustaining the entrenchment of political, economical, and social support directed to reaching a
sustainable equilibrium,

23
24
25

Stressing the central role that the United Nations continues to play in promoting peace and stability
in the regions that are subject of drug criminality,

26
27
28
29

Further stressing, in the context of a comprehensive approach, the importance of developing the
framework of the Paris Pact, resulted after the Paris-Moscow Ministerial meetings, and the
Shanghai cooperation organization,

30
31
32
33

Recognizing the crucial importance of enforcement of the rule of law in accordance with the
principle of sovereignty with an emphasis on the fight against corruption, the eradication of
criminal networks and terrorist organizations;,

34
35

Hereby:

36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47

1. Establishes the Counter Drug Committee (CDC) in an effort to bolster the ability of United
Nations Member States to act against the threat to peace and security posed by narcotics,
and arrange the acts both within their borders and across regions with the main principles
of:
(a) Criminalizing the financing of illicit drug production and trafficking,
(b) Freezing without delay any funds involved in acts of illicit drug production and
trafficking,
(c) Suppressing the provision of safe haven, sustenance or support for illicit drug
production and trafficking,
(d) Sharing information with other governments on any groups practicing or planning
illicit drug production and trafficking;

48
49
50
51
52

2. Calls upon the CDC to establish a Consolidated Database to include names of individuals,
groups, undertakings and entities participating, by any means in the financing or support of
acts or activities of drug tycoons, drug traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts,
and other individuals, groups, undertakings and entities associated with them;

53
54
55
56

3. Decides that all States shall undertake actions, with respect to drug tycoons, drug
traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts, and other individuals, groups,
undertakings and entities associated with them, including but not limited to :

57
58
59
60
61
62
63

(a) Freeze without delay the funds and other financial assets or economic resources of
these individuals, groups, undertakings and entities, and ensure that neither these
nor any other funds, financial assets or economic resources are made available,
directly or indirectly for such persons’ benefit;
(b) Prevent the entry into or transit through their territories of these individuals
provided that this paragraph shall not apply where entry or transit is necessary for
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the fulfillment of a judicial process;
(c) Prevent the direct or indirect supply, sale, or transfer to these individuals, groups,
undertakings and entities from their territories, of arms and related materiel of all
types including military and paramilitary equipment, and technical advice,
assistance, or training related to trafficking or military activities;

69
70

4. Reaffirms that all factors including but not limited to :

71
72
73

(a) participating in the financing, planning, facilitating,
(b) supporting acts or activities related to drug producing and trafficking,

74
75
76

are factors to identify individuals, groups, undertakings, or entities as drug tycoons,
drug traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts;

77
78
79
80
81

5. Further reaffirms that any undertaking or entity owned or controlled, directly or indirectly,
by, or otherwise supporting, such an individual, group, undertaking or entity associated
with drug tycoons, drug traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts shall be eligible
for designation for judicial prosecution;

82
83
84
85
86

6. Recommends the reevaluation of the UNODC framework of action with regard to chemical
drugs issue, focusing on industry, scientific community, civil society and governments, for
the purpose of ensuring the righteous legal methodology to combat the usage of this type of
drugs in any kind of criminal purposes;

87
88
89
90
91
92

7. Urges the further strengthening and development of national efforts and implement
concrete bilateral, regional and international agreements; but also to improve border and
custom controls, in order to detect and prevent the movement of drug tycoons, drug
traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts that respectively will assist into the
prevention of the illicit traffic of drugs ;

93
94
95
96
97

8. Further urges cooperation in border patrols by ensuring that the:
(a) composition of such patrols is split between the two bordering countries;
(b) technological expertise is shared in the region with a view to mutual support in
training activities;

98
99
100
101

9. Recommends the re-examination of measures taken for the implementation of drug control
laws in drug producing and transit states with the aim of protecting citizens adversely
affected by regional and international drug trades;

102
103
104
105
106
107

10. Encourages all Member States to submit names of individuals, groups, undertakings and
entities participating, by any means in the financing or support of acts or activities of drug
tycoons, drug traffickers, and illicit drug pharmaceutical experts, and other individuals,
groups, undertakings and entities associated with them to the CDC for inclusion in the
Consolidated List ;
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108
109
110
111

11. Calls upon Member States and relevant international organizations to inform the CDC of
any relevant court decisions and proceedings so that the CDC can consider them when it
reviews a corresponding listing or updates a narrative summary of reasons for listing;

112
113
114
115
116
117

12. Encourages Member States to share, in accordance with their domestic laws and practices,
with the private sector information in their national databases related to fraudulent,
counterfeit, stolen and lost identity or travel documents pertaining to their own
jurisdictions, and, if a listed party is found to be using a false identity including to secure
credit or fraudulent travel documents, to provide the CDC with information in this regard;

118
119
120

13. Reiterates the need to enhance ongoing cooperation among the CDC and respective groups
of experts, including :

121
122
123
124
125

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

enhanced information-sharing,
coordination on visits to countries within their respective mandates,
facilitating and monitoring technical assistance,
relations with international and regional organizations and agencies ;

126
127
128
129
130

14. Encourages the Monitoring Team and the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, to
cooperate with CDC experts to assist Member States in their efforts to comply with their
obligations under the relevant resolutions, including through organizing regional and
subregional workshops;

131
132
133
134
135

15. Requests the CDC to consider, where and when appropriate, visits to selected countries by
the Chairman and/or UNODC members to enhance the full and effective implementation of
the measures referred to in the clause above, with a view to encouraging States to comply
fully with this resolution;

136
137
138
139

16. Requests the CDC to report, through its Chairman, annually to the Security Council on the
state of the overall work of the CDC and the Monitoring Team, and, as appropriate,
briefings for all interested Member States;

140
141
142
143

17. Urges the local governments of Member States to cooperate with local NGOs and UN
bodies in order to strengthen the awareness and prevention campaigns on drug consumption
and usage;

144
145

17. Decides to remain actively seized of the matter.

146
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Historical crisis: Situation in and around Srebrenica, April 1993
Summary
The SOFIMUN 2010 Security Council was requested, while being situated at the evening of the 16th of
April 1994, to convene with great urgency to address the deteriorating security situation in Eastern Bosnia and in
particular in the Central Podrinje , the region around Srebrenica.

Resolution
Resolution not available
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UNITED NATIONS
HUMAN RIGHTS
COUNCIL
(HRC)

Topic 1. Human rights situation in Uganda
Summary
The path from a colonialist regime to independence was not the smoothest for Uganda, a country which
was marked by crosscutting cleavages on ethnic, linguistic and religious levels. Uganda became independent
from the United Kingdom in 1962 and since 1986 the country is lead by President Yoweri Museveni.
As in most of the African countries, the issue of human rights in Uganda is still a very delicate one and the
progress it has made lately is advancing slowly. Discrimination through anti-homosexuality laws, limited access to
justice for female victims of sexual abuse and controversial anti-terrorism legislation are some examples where
the fulfillment of human rights standards is affected. Political freedom is another component of human rights that
is seriously challenged in this African country. The upcoming 2011 elections will be a test case for the adherence
to civil and political rights.
The Northern part of Uganda is the stage of a long running violent conflict between the government of
Uganda and the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) lead by Joseph Kony. The conflict is marked with grave human
rights violations including murder, rape, sexual slavery and enlisting of children as combatants. As a result of the
violence still more than 400,000 people are internally displaced.
The SOFIMUN 2010 Human Rights Council will address the human rights situation in Uganda in all its
aspects and make recommendations with regards to the promotion and protection of human rights.

The Resolution is on the next page
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UNITED NATIONS
HUMAN RIGHTS
COUNCIL
(HRC)

Sponsors: [Cameroon,
People’s Republic of China,
Russian Federation, Zambia]
Signatories: [Ghana,
Pakistan, Nicaragua, Brazil,
Senegal, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern
Ireland]
[SF/E3/HRC/R1.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 1. Human rights situation in Uganda]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/HRC/R1.1]
1

THE UN HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL,

2
3
4

Affirming the respect for both the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the African Charter
on Human and Peoples’ Rights,

5
6
7

Recalling the Security Council Resolution 1653 (2006) and the Security Council Resolution 1663
(2006),

8
9
10

Further recalling the Report on the Work of the Office of the High Commissioner for Human
Rights in Uganda dated February 12, 2007,

11
12
13

Acknowledging Human Rights Council Resolutions 13/26 (2010), 12/21(2009), 6/34 (2007) and
14/6 (2010),

14
15
16
17

Recognising that social and economic development is of the greatest importance for sustainably
safeguarding and reinforcing human rights and achieving the Millennium Development
Goals in Uganda,

18
19

Appreciating international support provided to the Ugandan government and people in solving the
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crisis of human rights and civilian welfare in Uganda,

21
22
23

Considering paramilitary organizations and international terrorism as one of the greatest challenges
to human rights as well as national stability, sovereignty and culture,

24
25
26

Deploring the human rights violations that have been committed by the Lord's Resistance Army in
Uganda and its surrounding territories since 1987,

27
28
29
30

Welcoming previous initiatives of the United Nations and other international bodies and States in
order to strengthen the promotion and protection of human rights in the context of counter
terrorism such as Resolution 13/26 (2010),

31
32
33
34
35
36

Stressing that ending the conflict between states of the Great Lakes Region and the rebel group of
the Lord's Resistance Army in Northern Uganda and surrounding territories is an utmost
priority for safeguarding regional stability and preventing human rights abuses,
Deeply regretting the failure of the extension of the Cessation of Hostilities Agreement between
the Government of Uganda and the Lord’s Resistance Army,

37
38
39

Reaffirming its approval for the efforts of the states of the Great Lakes Region in finding a regional
solution as outlined in the Dar es Salaam Declaration,

40
41
42
43

Welcoming the joint operation undertaken by the Democratic Republic of Congo, Uganda and
Sudan which has resulted in neutralizing the Lord’s Resistance Army base in the Garamba
Park,

44
45
46

Appreciating the newly created United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment
of Women,

47
48
49

Strongly condemning the engagement of child soldiers and furthermore the abuses to which they
are subjected,

50
51
52
53

Supporting the Ugandan government's efforts to eradicate violence against children as presented in
the Report of the Secretary General on Children and Armed Conflict in Uganda dated
September 15, 2009,

54
55
56
57
58
59

Appreciating the activities carried out by the Anti-Human Sacrifice Taskforce (AHCT) in Uganda
and points out the need for adequate personnel and financial resources in order to eradicate
ritual sacrifice of children,
Deeply convinced that only through regional peace and stability the situation of human rights and
general welfare can be improved,

60
61

Emphasizing that the main responsibility for respecting human rights lies with sovereign states,

62
63
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1. Suggests that the United Nations Security Council provides greater support to the
Ugandan government in its efforts against the Lord’s Resistance Army (LRA) and to
take new measures against this rebel group;

67
68
69

2. Encourages increased cooperation among governments of states affected by the Lord’s
Resistance Army (LRA) in order to find a sustainable long-term solution;

70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91

3. Appoints a Special Rapporteur for the period of three years, who will issue biannual
reports to the Human Rights Council, on the situation of human rights in Uganda as a
result of the conflict with the Lord’s Resistance Army, with the mandate:
a. To make solid recommendations on the promotion and protection of human rights and
fundamental freedoms in the context of this conflict;
b. To cooperate with the Ugandan government in terms of gathering, requesting, receiving
and interchanging information and communications from and with all pertinent sources,
including the individuals concerned (child soldiers), their families and their
representatives;
c. To make the above mentioned information available to the Human Rights Council, other
United Nations’ bodies as well as other international organisations;
d. To identify, exchange and promote best practices that respect human rights and
fundamental freedoms to enable the Ugandan government to follow these practices;
e. To work in coordination with other special rapporteurs, special representatives, working
groups and independent experts of the Human Rights Council, the Sub Commission on
the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights and other relevant United Nations bodies
and international agencies;
f. To develop a regular dialogue and discuss possible areas of cooperation with all relevant
actors, including Governments, relevant United Nations bodies, specialized agencies and
programmes, in particular with the Counter Terrorism Committee of the Security
Council, the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights;

92
93
94

4. Encourages the relevant Ugandan authorities to draft a legislative framework in order to
prohibit child labour across the country;

95
96
97
98

5. Invites international donors to support Uganda in order to ensure free and compulsory
elementary education, as stipulated in Article 25 of the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights;

99
100
101
102
103

6. Calls for measures to be taken by relevant Ugandan authorities that involve family
reunifications in accordance with Article 18 of African Charter on Human and Peoples’
Rights and therefore proposes the following activities that aim at the clarification of
cases in which family links have been destroyed:

104
105
106
107

a. Collecting reliable data on missing and deceased persons as well as on persons exposed
to a special risk such as children who have been kidnapped or otherwise separated from
their families or who have been orphaned,
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108
109
110

b. Providing for the transfer of technology and infrastructure used in tracing and
registering persons unaccounted for,

111
112
113

c. Providing increased technical assistance and human resources to the Ugandan Red
Cross in its efforts to restore family links,

114
115
116

d. Recognizing the importance of programmes of psychological and medical support for
children affected by conflict and abduction;

117
118
119
120

7. Strongly recommends that the measures, outlined in the previous clause 5, shall be
applied in order to improve the situation of child soldiers and other civilians abducted
and harmed in the context of the conflict with the Lord’s Resistance Army;

121
122
123
124

8. Proposes an extension of the Multi-Country Demobilization and Reintegration Program,
which has been funded by the Special Fund for Reconstruction and Development
managed by the African Development Bank;

125
126
127
128
129

9. Supports all measures taken by United Nations High Commissioner on Refugees and
other United Nations bodies as well as international organisations in improving the
situation of internally displaced people and urges the Ugandan government to increase
its efforts in this area within the best of their abilities;

130
131
132
133

10. Supports the importance of the protection of women, who have been subjected to any
form of violence, and supports recently passed Domestic Violence Bill of the Ugandan
government to this purpose;

134
135
136

11. Expresses its hope that the Domestic Violence Bill will be implemented rapidly and
completely;

137
138
139
140

12. Suggests to the national authorities to take into consideration the elimination of laws
which discriminate against women in adoption, marriage, divorce, inheritance and to
continue promoting gender equality;

141
142
143

13. Encourages the Ugandan government to define the necessary legislative framework in
order to provide women with equal employment opportunities as men;

144
145
146

14. Recommends to the Ugandan authorities to consolidate the criminal forensic capacity to
collect evidence related to sexual assault as many rape cases have not been investigated;

147
148
149

15. Advises the government of Uganda to end the impunity surrounding the crimes of
sexual assault against women and to increase accountability of rape perpetrators;

150
151

16. Stresses the importance of access to justice for women subjected to sexual abuses;
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152
153
154
155

17. Recommends gender-based trainings for the police and armed forces members in
Uganda in order to put an end to sexual abuses committed by representatives of the
security authorities;

156
157
158
159

18. Further recommends to the Ugandan government to establish a special unit within the
Ugandan Police Force in the Karamoja region, dealing with crimes against women,
particularly rape carried out by the warriors in the course of cattle raids;

160
161
162

19. Invites the international community to support the Uganda based associations fighting
for human rights with financial aid and technical assistance;

163
164
165
166

20. Encourages the carrying out of educational and information campaigns, conducted by
the relevant Ugandan authorities, for the purpose of informing women and raising
awareness;

167
168
169
170

21. Calls upon international donors and the Ugandan government to create and improve
existing health centres to provide sexually abused women with educational and
psychological support;

171
172
173
174

22. Recommends that the international community provides the government of Uganda
with further medical assistance, health education as well as technical and personal
assistance with regards to the fight against HIV;

175
176
177
178
179
180
181

23. Asks for continuous international support for Ugandan efforts to provide the population
with the appropriate living and medical conditions to assist in the prevention and
treatment of HIV/AIDS;
24. Expresses its hope that every individual punishment included in the Anti-Homosexuality
Bill which has been proposed by the Ugandan government will be attenuated before its
implementation;

182
183
184

25. Suggests to the Ugandan government the suspension of the death penalty within the
aforementioned bill;

185
186
187

26. Urges the Ugandan government to comply with international law in all its legislative
and implementation activities;

188
189
190

27. Suggests to the Ugandan Government to grant access to representatives of international
human rights organizations in order to monitor the elections in 2011;

191
192
193

28. Recommends to the Ugandan government to establish a monitoring commission, which
would ensure transparency and fairness of electoral processes.
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Topic 2. Violence against journalist and human rights defenders
Summary
A human rights defender can be anyone who is working to promote or protect human rights. Violence
against human rights defenders remains a serious issue of concern as many of them have been threatened,
harassed, tortured or even assassinated. A particular group of human rights defenders are journalists. They play
an important role in society and in the protection of human rights. The nature of their work however also makes
them extra vulnerable for targeted violence.
The SOFIMUN 2010 Human Rights Council is requested to address violence against human rights
defenders in a comprehensive manner. Specific attention should be given to journalists. What needs to be done to
ensure the protection of these groups against violence, threats, retaliation, adverse discrimination, pressure or
any other arbitrary action as a consequence of their actions to defend human rights?

The Resolution is on the next page
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HRC

Sofia International Model United Nations

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

UNITED NATIONS
HUMAN RIGHTS
COUNCIL
(HRC)

Sponsors: [Russian
Federation, Zambia,
People’s Republic of China]
Signatories: [Egypt, France,
South Africa, Ukraine,
Angola, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern
Ireland]
[SF/E3/HRC/R2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 2. Violence against journalist and
human rights defenders]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/HRC/R2.1]
1

THE UN HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL,

2
3
4

Affirming its respect for the Universal Declaration of Human Rights as well as for the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights,

5
6
7

Keeping in mind Article 13 of the Hague Regulations and Article 4A of the Third Convention of
1949 under International Humanitarian law,

8
9

Recalling Article 79 of the Additional Protocol I (1977) to the Geneva Convention (1949),

10
11

Further recalling Resolution 29 (1997) on the Condemnation of Violence Against Journalists,

12
13

Considering Resolution 61 (2000) of the Commission on Human Rights,

14
15

Recalling the 2007 Medellin Declaration,

16
17

Further stressing on Resolution 1738 of the Security Council (2006),

18
19
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Recalling General Assembly Resolution 53/144 (1999) on the Declaration of Human Rights
Defenders, and Human Rights Council Resolution 14/1 (2010),

22
23
24

Guided by the Paris Principles adopted by the United Nations Commission on Human Rights as
Resolution 1992/54 (1992) and Resolution 48/134 (1993),

25
26
27
28

Reiterating that all human rights and fundamental freedoms are universal, indivisible,
interdependent and interrelated and should be promoted and implemented in a fair and equitable
manner,

29
30
31

Emphasizing the great importance of social and economic development in the preservation of
human rights,

32
33

Stressing the equal importance of human rights and economic, social and cultural rights,

34
35

Appreciating the promotion of freedom of expression through the UNESCO,

36
37
38

Taking into consideration that freedom of speech may be restricted in the context of counterterrorism, as national security must be guaranteed,

39
40
41

Recalling that double standards and the politicization of human rights are contrary to the Human
Rights Council’s purpose of promoting and protecting human rights,

42
43
44
45

Acknowledging the work of journalists and human rights defenders which allows people to
participate in the economic, social and political process as well as the overall enjoyment of human
rights,

46
47
48

Emphasizing that the members of the international community must fulfil their solemn obligation
to promote and encourage respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms indiscriminately,

49
50
51
52

Encouraging states not to discriminate against human rights defenders on the grounds of race,
color, sex, language, political and other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other
status,

53
54
55
56

Recognizing the efforts of international organizations that promote the protection of journalists,
such as the International Federation of Journalists, the Committee to Protect Journalists, Reporters
Without Borders, the International Press Institute and other organizations,

57
58

Further recognizing journalists and human rights defenders as two separate groups,

59
60
61

Having considered gender equality and promoting protection measures for both male and female
human
rights
defenders
and
journalists,

62
63
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1. Stresses the need to comply with all international treaties, declarations and resolutions that
call for the protection of the rights of journalists and human rights defenders;

66
67
68
69
70

2. Recommends that states facilitate the work of the Special Rapporteur on the Promotion and
Protection of the Rights to Freedom of Opinion and Expression mandated by the Human
Rights Council Resolution 7/36 (1993) and Special Rapporteur on the Situation of Human
Rights Defenders mandated in Resolution 7/8 (2000);

71
72
73

3. Invites states to create national agencies which will inform journalists and human rights
defenders about the importance of:

74
75

a. exercising utmost caution when entering conflict zones,

76
77

b. previously acquiring all necessary information to safeguard personal security,

78
79
80

in order to minimize the danger to the aforementioned groups as well as to prevent them
from compromising military and humanitarian missions;

81
82
83
84

4. Encourages states to provide journalists on dangerous assignment with security trainings,
including briefings furnished by military personnel on rules of war, protective gear,
appropriate clothing and issues of cultural sensitivity;

85
86
87
88

5. Suggests states to provide for initiatives that involve the organization of meetings between
journalists, human rights defenders, police forces and military personnel for the purpose of
promoting coordination between the groups and improving security in conflict zones;

89
90
91

6. Encourages States to create national databases for the registration of human rights
defenders in order to provide them with immediate assistance when needed;

92
93
94

7. Condemns the exercise of freedom of expression in a way that compromises national
security and the security of civilians as well as leads to the subversion of state power;

95
96
97

8. Expresses its concern with regards to the censorship of independent publications through
governmental organs;

98
99
100

9. Encourages states to ensure justice for past violations against journalists and human rights
defenders;

101
102
103
104

10. Recommends states to create national institutions such as commissions and ombudsmen on
human rights and freedoms that would cooperate with international actors on the protection
of journalists and human rights defenders;

105
106
107

11. Promotes more active coordination among specialized United Nations agencies and other
international organizations in implementing campaigns raising awareness on human rights
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defenders subjected to threats, abduction, torture and murder;

109
110
111

12. Advises States to facilitate the creation and functioning of NGOs in order to support
defenders by providing them with legal assistance and juridical trial observations;

112
113
114
115

13. Invites states to release all journalists and Human Rights Defenders, imprisoned on the
basis of their political or other held beliefs, provided that the grounds for imprisonment are
not a legal offense;

116
117

14. Takes note of the vulnerability of female human rights defenders in all aspects and therefore

118

encourages the international community to establish guidelines, which would address the
challenges faced by this specific group.

119
120
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UNITED NATIONS
COMMISSION ON
SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
(CSD)
Topic 1. Climate change: the next step
Summary
Climate change is an inevitable and urgent global challenge with long-term implications for the
(sustainable) development of all countries. The 2007 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) Fourth
Assessment Report warned of changing weather patterns and rising sea levels due to accelerating Greenhouse
Gas (GHG) emissions resulting from human activities. Climate change is an issue with a multitude of dimensions
as a warming climactic system is expected to impact the availability of basic necessities like freshwater, food
(security), and energy. "We need to shift gear and think differently," asserted Carlo Scaramella, coordinator of
climate change planning and strategy for the UN World Food Programme, but "we are not going to have easy
solutions."
Both Agenda 21 and the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation (JPOI) assert that the United Nations
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) is the key instrument for addressing climate change. The Kyoto
Protocol, which entered into force in 2005, sets binding emission reductions targets for Annex countries for the
first commitment period 2008-2012. The December 2009 negotiations in Copenhagen for the post-Kyoto period
did not result in a legally binding agreement. In less than two years from the closing date, we are nowhere near
reaching the targeted emissions levels.
The challenge to address climate change effectively is aggravated by current production and consumption
patterns. In the last 20 years, for example, there has been a two-thirds increase in global household energy use
and road vehicle fleets have doubled. In the years ahead, the challenges to address climate change will only
become harder. According to the Stern Review, policies for tackling climate change will cost nations 2% of their
GDP while climate change risks will cost them 20% of it in 2030. Developed countries should reassess their
current consumption and production patterns whilst developing nations need to reconsider which economic growth
models they will follow.
The SOFIMUN 2010 Commission on Sustainable Development will discuss several adaptation strategies
in order to link climate with development, whilst focusing on technology and energy for sustainable development,
water management, and the control of transboundary atmospheric pollution. What should be the next step
towards an effective solution?

The Resolution is on the next page
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CSD

Sofia International Model United Nations

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

UNITED NATIONS
COMMISSION ON
SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
(CSD)

Sponsors: [USA, Canada,
Sweden, India, Australia]
Signatories: [Poland,
Ethiopia, China, Saudi
Arabia, DR of Congo, Japan,
Iran, Cuba, Brazil]
[SF/E3/CSD/R1.2]

Agenda item
[Topic 1. Climate change: the next step]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/CSD/R1.2]
1

THE COMMISSION ON SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT,

2
3
4

Alarmed by the potential conflicts arising in areas facing scarcity of resources as a result of
environmental degradation,

5
6
7
8

Reaffirming the commitment to implement Agenda 21, specifically Chapter I and Chapter II, as
well as the Program for the Further Implementation of Agenda 21, and the Johannesburg Plan of
Implementation, and to further cooperate on the same matter;

9
10
11

Bearing in mind the urgency of reaching international consensus towards a post-Kyoto
environmental protocol,

12
13
14
15

Fully believing that living in a healthy environment constitutes a fundamental part of the human
right to life and personal integrity and therefore stressing the importance that quality freshwater has
to be available to the whole population of each and every country,

16
17
18

Emphasizing the importance of education and training in maintenance of water systems such as
transmission routes like pipes,

19
20

I. In consideration of the issue of carbon emissions and carbon trade
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1. Reaffirms the need to ensure a fair global policy system whereby classifications previously
established by the Kyoto Protocol based on a country’s stage of economic development are
removed whilst hoping that all countries commit themselves to this agreement in order to
promote mutual gains;

25
26
27
28
29
30
31

2. Stresses the importance of previously labelled by the Kyoto Protocol as Annex I countries
to reduce their greenhouse gas emissions in relation to the 1990 levels, at the same time
requesting previously labelled by the Kyoto Protocol as Annex II countries to reduce their
greenhouse gas emissions with respect to the average emissions over the 5-year period
between 2005 and 2010;

32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

3. Recommends that all countries mitigate their emission contribution to climate change by the
year 2020 using a 3 phase strategy:
a. Reduction of Greenhouse Gas emissions by a minimum of 20 percent from the
abovementioned levels in clause 2;
b. Improving efficiency of energy by a minimum of 20 percent from the
abovementioned levels in clause 2;
c. Increasing use of renewable energy by a minimum of 20 percent from the
abovementioned levels in clause 2;

43
44
45

4. Suggests that all countries that bind to a potential Carbon Emission Regulation Protocol be
able to engage in mutually beneficial global carbon trading;

46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57

5. Invites governments to create a standardised tax on carbon emissions in order to internalise
the social costs of climate change and global warming which would involve the creation of
incentives and disincentives such as tax cuts and tax rise, respectively, to be given to:
a). companies using energy efficiently (which means reduction of waste of energy and
increase of the usage of renewable energy according to the corresponding resources);
b). companies who do not abide by the usage of energy in a well-organized way;
6. Calls upon the Secretary General to strengthen the United Nations Framework Convention
on Climate Change by supporting all institutions involved in the climate change process,
particularly the COP, the subsidiary bodies and their Bureau;

58
59
60

7. Requests that all incomes generated from carbon trading and taxation be invested in green
technology and environmentally friendly solutions to development and economic growth;

61
62
63
64

8. Requests that the ratification of the new international framework should additionally seek to
have trading restrictions enforced by, but not limited to, international organisations such as
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the World Trade Organisation, if the responsibilities called for are not mirrored by adequate
means of domestic implementation;

65
66
67
68

II. In consideration of the issue of Energy and Technology

69
70

9.

Encourages the following implementations to be included in a future post-Kyoto 2012
agreement concerning energy efficiency

10.

Invites governments to apply local fiscal policy strategies on climate change and
establish sustainable standards that companies have to follow in favor of sustainable
energy development and of the use of green technology by companies.
a) These policies should be designed so as to offer incentives such as tax
cuts to companies which conduct their business in a sustainable way
(reduction of ineffective use of energy and increase of the usage of
renewable energy) and abide by the local fiscal policy strategies on climate
change.
b) These policies should be designed as to also offer disincentives such as
tax rises to companies which do not conduct their business in a sustainable
way and do not abide by the local fiscal policy strategies on climate change.

11.

Expresses its hope that industrialized countries would assist developing nations which
are not able to make use of their resources or to countries which only have a minimum
amount of resources by:
a)
Providing expertise through consultants in order to share knowledge
about renewable energy and successful projects to reduce green
house gas emissions
b)
Transferring technology to ensure that all countries make full use of
their resources in an efficient and sustainable way

12.

Further invites all nations to cooperate regionally and simultaneously in order to reach
global mitigation goals by sharing corresponding resources and implementing educational
awareness programs about the danger of climate change.

13.

Calls upon integrating information about energy conservation means and renewable
energy development with the assistance of local ministries of education
a) in public schools and universities
b) through workshops and public campaigns at the local level
c) furthermore focusing on the empowerment of girls and women through local
educational programs

14.

Draws attention to the need of making expenditures according to each country's
economic policies in order to promote and invest in research and development for

71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
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producing alternatives to non-renewable energy to be implemented;

109
110
111

15.

112

Encourages countries to subsidize technologies of renewable energy in order to
increase renewable energy usage through the consumer level;

113
114
115
116
117

III.

Further in consideration of the issue of water management

16.

Welcomes the effort of mapping areas facing water problems such as scarcity,
flooding, droughts, in order to be aware which areas need help from the international
community and what measures should be implemented in the areas of infrastructure and

17.

Calls for improvements, which can be reinforced with legislation, aimed to improve the
situation in areas where drinking water is scarce (meaning 2/3 of the minimum quantity of
drinking water per person recommended by the World Health Organisation) such as:
(a) The establishment of formal and non-formal educational methods about the efficient
use of water (handling of drinking water, sanitation, agriculture, etc.);
(b) linking national water plans with local community through information sharing and
better coordination between government and regional administration on water
distribution and management;

118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152

18. Supports the utilization of the potential of afforestation in dry and deserted areas which
will improve the quality of the soil in the long term;
19. Draws the attention to the fact that in arid areas (meaning areas with a precipitation level
between 250 – 500mm per year) clean water should not be used for industrial economic
purposes and therefore encourages the promotion of recycling and re-use of water;
(a) Suggests the use of the Solar Water Disinfection (SODIS) technique with which
soiled water in Polyethylenterephtalat (PET) bottles is made drinkable when being left for
six hours standing in the sun;
20.Encourages the collection of rainwater for irrigation purposes;
21. Strongly urges areas exposed to frequent flooding to consider adaptation measures such
as:
a) the creation of buffer zones such as:
i. the preservation of marshland
ii. the creation of riparian zones (meandering curves of a river combined with
vegetation and root systems) that dissipates stream energy which results in
less soil erosions and a reduction in flood damage;
iii. the sowing of fast growing plants on the river banks such as ‘weeds’ as these
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can quickly stabilize the soil, place carbon into the ground and protect the
land from eroding;
b) the use of different kinds of crops, which are resilient to extremely humid and moist
conditions, as for example rice, tea trees, and the temporary breeding of sea fruit like
shrimps, during times of flooding;

153
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162
163

c) the establishment of Tsunami and river flood early-alert-systems that should be kept
up-to date and for which the information is shared by better equipped countries in
order for endangered states to be prepared for these natural catastrophes;
22. Suggests that states make use of the availability of loans and grants from the variety of
international organizations and funds;

164
165
166
167

23. Encourages the creation of more regional offices to accumulate financial resources such
as loans, grants, funds, initiatives, and distribute them in an equitable manner to carry out
climate change adaptation and mitigation programs;

168
169

24.

170
171
172

Trusts that measures towards adapting the climate change can be adopted taking into
consideration in the preservation of traditional livelihood and ecological knowledge from
the local indigenous people in their respective countries;

173
174

25.

Decides to remain actively engaged on the matter.

175
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Topic 2. Sustainability and the challenges of poverty eradication
Summary
The eradication of poverty is one of the greatest global challenges the world faces today. The enormity
and intricacy of the poverty problem could endanger the social fabric, undermine economic development, the
environment, and threaten political stability in many countries. Poverty is interlinked with the environment through
four core dimensions;

Dimension
1. Livelihoods
2.Resilience to environmental risks
3. Health

4. Economic development

Poverty - sustainability
Ecosystems provide goods and services (e.g. firewood)
People living in poverty are more vulnerable to natural disasters
caused by climate change
People living in poverty are often exposed to poor environmental
conditions, which can be a hazard to human health (e.g. no clean
drinking water / air pollution /chemicals etc.)
The environment contributes directly and indirectly to economic
development and employment levels in sectors like agriculture,
forestry, energy, fisheries, and tourism

Poverty eradication is termed as "an indispensable requirement for sustainable development" in the
Johannesburg Plan of Implementation (JPI). The SOFIMUN 2010 Commission on Sustainable Development will
have to address the four interrelated dimensions of sustainability and poverty eradication, review the progress,
and offer policy recommendations. Providing added value in the sustainability angle of the complex issue of
poverty eradication, the CSD will also need to work for better intra-organization synchronization within the
ECOSOC and the UN and for intensified cooperation with relevant international organizations and NGOs.

The Resolution is on the next page
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UNITED NATIONS
COMMISSION ON
SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT
(CSD)

Sponsors: [Canada, Ethiopia,
Sweden, USA]
Signatories: [Australia,
Brazil, China, India, Japan,
Poland, Saudi Arabia]
[SF/E3/CSD/R2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 2. Sustainability and the challenges
of poverty eradication]

RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/CSD/R2.1]
1

THE COMMISSION ON SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT,

2
3
4

Concerned that the financial crisis affects the commitment of governments to reaching the
Millennium Development Goals by 2015,

5
6
7

Reaffirming the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness and the World Bank Action Plan and Aid
Efficiency,

8
9
10
11

Expressing its appreciation of the effort already taken towards eradication of poverty,
Recalling Chapter III of Agenda 21, as well as the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation (Chapter
II, III and VIII),

12
13
14

Expressing its hope that developed countries listen to the priorities of the developing countries they
are intending to help,

15
16

Deeply concernedwith the rights of the people and refugees,

17
18
19

Conscious of the differences of climate, natural resources, geographical position, political regimes,
religion, social and cultural background,
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20
21

Stressingthe importance of free market in order to increase economic growth,

22
23
24

Draws your attention to projects to help improve access to water and sanitation, support of water
and sanitation to poor rural areas,

25
26
27

Stresses the need of Humanitarian and Development assistant must be done without refereeing to
any sanctions that are implemented on such countries,

28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

1. Reminds the international community of the global arrangement, established under the
World Bank, in which it was agreed on the following:
a) to stop the aid given to a program, state or an organization that doesnot use
the aid in an efficient way, meaning not getting results in a timely fashion or
because of corruption;
b) if funding is stopped because of corruption, no other country should support
the same project;

37
38
39
40

2. Encourages all countries to strengthenanti-corruption efforts on the national level in order
to enhance aid effectiveness of government spending programs, reduce waste of resources
and encourage private investment;

41
42
43
44
45

3. Stresses the importance of better cooperation between developed countries with national
governments and local authorities from developing countries in order to be aware of the
problems that need to be tackled in regard of poverty eradication;

46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54

4. Welcomes the promotion of focused and targeted aid, connected with a better division of
labor among donor countries:
a) each country should set its priorities and define poverty related problems it
wants to tackle specifically;
b) the division should happen in an interactive way between the governments,
so as to ensure that all areas relating to poverty are addressed and countries
with similar priorities can join their efforts;

55
56
57
58
59

5. Encourages for the purpose stated in paragraph 4 that each developing country sets up a
national development strategic plan, if they have not already done so, which can be
analyzed by specialists from donor countries, organizations in order to reach a better
coordination of aid;

60
61
62
63

6. Proposes that development and aid projects shall be monitored and evaluated in regard of
the efficiency and only the successful projects shall be continued;
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64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73

7. Suggests to national governments to find solutions for the problem of lack of transparency
in the number and tasks of all the NGOs, IGOs and specialized agencies, such as, but not
limited to:
a) reducing the number of national agencies;
b) Merging organizationshaving similar purposes, priorities or projects;
8. Appreciates the creation of an opportunity, such as a bureau for complaints on corruption,
for citizens to report abuses or illegalities like corruption on a regional and local level;

74
75
76

9. Urges donor organizations to have clear strategic development vision and transparent
decision-making;

77
78
79
80
81
82

10. Encouragesthe intensification of cooperation in respect ofcapacity-building activities in
developing countries in the area of debt managementand debt sustainability by institutions
such as, but not limited to, the United Nations Conference on Trade and Development,
theInternational Monetary Fund and the World Bank;

83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92

11. Requests to strengthen leadership from local field actors and international NGOs according
to the needs of each region and country facing adaptability issues relating to modern health
trends through:
a) educating about basic health knowledge, hygiene, access to proper health facilities,
especially adequate immunization;
b) spreading of awareness related to safe family planning, means of birth control;
c) the promotion of an active and healthy lifestyle by educating about harmful use of
tobacco, alcohol, drugs and other psychoactive substances;

93
94
95
96
97
98
99

12. Recommends to prioritise the allocation of resources towards infrastructure-related issues,
such as the building of hospitals, provision of adequate medical assistance, including
experts from developed countries with a view to promoting a sustainable way of living;
a) adequate mapping should be established for this purpose following the WHO's Public
Health Mapping and Geographic information systems programme (GIS);

100
101
102
103
104
105

13. Calls for engagement of developing nations in fair-trade practices in order to shift the donor
countries’ focus from charity to long-term, sustainable development and local-capacity
building through international mechanisms such as the UNDP’s Millennium Development
Goals Project – specifically referring to the health-related MDGs: Goal nr. 4 – child
mortality; Goal nr. 5 – maternal mortality; Goal nr. 6 – combat of HIV/ AIDS;

106
107
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14. Further encourages the transfer of specialist knowledge so as to maximise costeffectiveness in the prevention and long-term treating of both non-communicable and
infectious diseases, including diseases transmissible from vertebrate animals to humans, as
a result of poor sanitary conditions;

112
113
114
115
116
117

15. Encourages to increase the availability and access to health care facilities by lowering
pharmaceutical prices to developing nations in addition to regulating the transport and
supply of medical goods and services in accordance with environmentally friendly
international agreed standards;

118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136

16. Recommends local doctors and medical workers to dedicate adequate attention to all forms
of grave health risk hazards especially caused by poverty induced conditions such as the
lack of vital human needs such as shelter, food self-sufficiency, clean drinking water that
can further lead to malnutrition and the spreading of diseases such as AIDS and malaria:
a) Suggests micronutrient nutrition through the provision of vitamins and supplementation,
fortification and change of diet, especially for children and pregnant women through
Micronutrient Initiatives;
b) Further urges for the halt of Female Genital Mutilation (FGM) which represents a
major risk of the spreading of AIDS, especially prevalent in impoverished, war-torn
regions, taking into consideration the efforts of the WHO towards achieving that goal;
17. Requests the international community to continue its donation to the Global Fund to Fight
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria in order to support simple, inexpensive solutions such as
the provision of anti-retroviral drugs and bed nets which are crucial in saving the lives of
millions of human beings in developing countries affected by those respective diseases;

137
138
139
140
141
142
143

18. Stresses the importance of early warning signs of spreading of epidemics so that efficient
prevention can be achieved through the mission of the Epidemic and Pandemic Alert and
Response Programme (EPR) with a view to keeping the international community alert to
the safety risks involved in managing AIDS related treatment operations, both with regards
to the patients as well as the doctors providing their treatment;

144
145
146
147
148

19. Invites qualified medical workers to take the initiative to work as volunteers to aid
vulnerable people susceptible to diseases in developing countries, adopting the model of the
international medical humanitarian organizationWithout Borders/Médecins Sans Frontières
(MSF);

149
150
151

20. Encourages a system at all levels in order to provide basic education for all and provide the
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vocational, professional and managerial skills required for a modern and competitive
economy;

154
155

21. Asks for the establishment of a Global-Education-Fund;

156
157
158
159
160

22. Declares that less than 1% of the money spend on weapons (780 Billion US $) would be
enough to guarantee education to all children in the world, further more we invite countries
spending most on weapons to spend 1% of it on this Fund;

161
162
163

23. Considers that a Public Education in developed countries should be improved in order to
guarantee to a vast majority of children and students access to affordable higher education;

164
165
166

24. Suggests that scholarships for children and young adults from developing countries should
be established, in their home countries as well as in developed ones;

167
168
169
170
171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179
180
181
182
183
184

25. Insists that everybody should know how to write, to read and to calculate:
a) Initiaves for basic education to everyone should be established with a minimum of
four years of school education;
b) Recommend to the International Labour Organisation to stress the measures against
Child Labour, by including the in the local policies, as already done;
c) Basic and Primary education must be free and it should build on the skills and
knowledge of the children themselves ;
d) Basic and Primary Education should be financed by the Global-Education-Fund;
26. Invites multiple players to be involved, including local government authorities, NonGovernmental Organisations (NGOs), grass roots organisations, communities, financial
institutions and companies in order to promote programs which combine education with
basic needs in order to make it attractive to families to send their children to school;
27. Considers that females should be highly supported and integrated in education and social
services;

185
186
187
188
189
190

28. Draws the attention that names, date of birth, addresses of all children should be in a
national data bank, linked to data centres at all administrative levels, in order to facilitate
the localization of lack of education and to access basic and primer education to every
child;

191
192
193
194

29. Considers the creation of subsidized renewable energy generation plants in rural areas in
order to enable poverty-stricken people to access and utilise it for economically productive
activities;

195
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30. Calls for de-industrialization and equitable regional development at local levels aimed to
create employment in poverty-struck regions to be achieved by:
a) Tax incentives;
b) Specialisedsubsidies;
c) Investments in infrastructure including road networks, public transport,;
d) Provision of social amenities and communication facilities;

203
204
205
206
207
208
209
210
211

31. Recommends that the targets set by both the Microcredit Summit Campaign and by the
United Nations on the microfinance industry be achieved by:
a) Monitoring Microfinance Institutions specialized independent committees set up to
operate under the framework of the World Economic Forum, who shall also co-ordinate
the transfer of funds to global microfinance institutions;
b) Directing part of the grants from donors towards the microfinance industry towards the
establishment and expansion of self-sustaining microfinance investment funds

212
213
214
215
216
217
218
219
220

32. Invites developed countries to relate to the aspects of microcredit mentioned in the UN
International Year of Microcredit which include:
a) Focusing on institutional best practices for expanding and mainstreaming sustainable
microfinance;
b) Reducing barriers for growing microfinance institutions to gain access to domestic and
international capital markets;
c) Assisting developing countries to improve their legal and institutional frameworks for
microfinance;

221
222
223
224
225
226
227
228
229
230
231
232
233
234
235
236
237
238

36. Emphasizes the abolishment of trade and investment barriers, such as industrial tariffs,
setting out-of quota tariff on products, in order to promote economic growth, and therefore
to increase the economic development of developing countries, with the objective to create
an open market in which all countries can trade and invest should be implemented;
37. Suggests strengthening the relationship between exchange rates in order to increase the low
international consumption correlations. In order to increase market correlation among
countries the following steps could be followed:
a) Exchange rates could be similar among countries that trade;
b) Common currency on the African continent could be implemented;
c) A wider use of “currency swap” operations could also reduce global imbalances, as
would expand the scope of reserve currencies including regional ones;
38. Invites governments to encourage firms to invest in long-term projects and durables on the
local level, since this will motivate the private sector to invest with the result of economic
development. To motivate the private sector to invest in long-term projects and durables,
the following conditions should be implemented:

239
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a) Health care facilities;
b) Social security;
c) Infrastructures, such as electricity, roads and water management through the whole
country;
d) Reduced corruption;
e) Educational system that provides basic levels of education;
39. Encourages developed countries to provide low interest loans for farmers from developing
countries aiming to introduce them and their products in the market;
40. Suggests a change in every country’s fiscal policy:
a) A reduced tax collection at a national level should be implemented for the
poorest areas;
41. Encourages investment in tourism businesses:
a) Job creation abroad, always providing the security needed;
b) Enforce marketing in order to promote developing countries;
42. Recommends narrowing the income and wealth distribution gap within the country by
implementing local policies which should include:
a) Creating economic opportunities in poverty-struck areas instead of high-developed
areas by establishing plants and factories there which will also assure employment for
inhabitants;
43. Calls upon an equitable distribution of resources by:
a) Implementing poverty relief work in both rural and urban areas;
b) Suggesting all industrialized states to eradicate trade-distorting barriers and
subsidies as required by the World Trade Organization (WTO);
c) Promote values that encourage consumption standards, taking into consideration the
scarcity of resources and the opportunities of the respective;

272
273
274
275
276
277
278

44. Emphasizes that Development of International Organizations like United Nations Higher
Commission on Refugees (UNHCR) has to be responsible to improve the lives of the
Refugees which is estimated that around $10 million per day must be spend for the
development and the welfare of Refugees, Internal Displaced People, and other deprived
people;

279
280
281
282
283

45. Proposes focusing on Sustainable Agriculture, where it is a system that can be done to so
food will be affordable. This system also gives farmers prestigious treatments, in which it
affords job opportunities, with a great remuneration;
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284
285
286
287

46. Invitesgovernments to create a better management of migration using tools such as the
provision of better information about jobs and accomodation among other solutions, to
increase the potential for migration as a route out of poverty.

288
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INTERNATIONAL
COURT OF JUSTICE
(ICJ)

Topic A. A Just War or Just a War? The Legality of the Use of Force.
Summary
Šbarkia (“the Applicant”) is bringing a case before the International Court of Justice against United
Whallands („the Respondent“) in accordance with Art. 40 (I) of the Statute of the International Court of Justice for
breach of the prohibition of the use of force.
In 2000, the autonomy of the Koikodians, a people in the country of Šbarkia, was abolished. This act
being strongly opposed by the Koikodians was followed by suppression and severe and systematic human rights
violations by Šbarkia. The international community became increasingly aware of and concerned with the
escalating conflict and the humanitarian consequences, expressing their concern in several UN Security Council
resolutions. The TUNA, an intergovernmental military alliance consisting of 11 states, among them the United
Whallands, attempted to mediate between Šbarkia and the Koikodians. Peace talks remained fruitless, however.
The situation deteriorated further and violence escalated on both sides. Šbark military and police forces
committed acts of ethnic cleansing, tens of thousands of people began to flee their homes in the face of this
systematic offensive. In 2009, final diplomatic attempts were made to persuade the government of Šbarkia to stop
attacks and human rights violations on the Koikodians or face imminent TUNA air strikes. After the refusal of the
Šbark government to comply, order was given to commence air strikes. The TUNA military campaign was not
authorised by the Security Council. After an 11-week bombing campaign of the TUNA forces, the Šbark
government agreed to TUNA’s demands by accepting to withdraw their troops from the Koikodian region.
The Case will focus on the highly controversial question of the legality of use of force in order to avert a
humanitarian catastrophe but in absence of a Security Council mandate.

The Judgment is on the next page
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ICJ

Sofia International Model United Nations

President: [Alexandra
Ungureanu]

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010
Case concerning the
Legality of the Use of
Force between Šbarkia,
represented by the agent
Oskar De Felice and the
United Whallands,
represented by the agent
Neli Krasimirova
Garbuzanova

INTERNATIONAL
COURT OF
JUSTICE
(ICJ)

Judges: [Ruxandra Epure
Tanya Stilianova Grigorova,
Victor Markov
Gugushev
Teodora Ilieva Kasabova
Remo Linggi
Tatyana Mitkova
Maria Etienova Pavlova
Aleksandra Krasimirova
Sterkova, Rumyana
Yanakieva
Katerina Veselinova
Yordanova]
[SF/E3/ICJ/J1.1]

Agenda item
[Topic A. A Just War or Just a War? The
Legality of the Use of Force. (Šbarkia vs
United Whallands)]

JUDGEMENT OF 29 JULY 2010
[SF/E3/ICJ/J1.1]
1
2

The Court, composed as above,
DELIVERS THE FOLLOWING JUDGMENT

3
4

Summary of the proceedings

5
6
7
8

1. On 1st May 2010, Šbarkia decided to bring a case against United Whallands before the
International Court of Justice (ICJ) in accordance with Art. 40 (I) of the Statute of the
International Court of Justice for breach of the prohibition of the use of force.
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2. Pursuant to Article 40, paragraph 3, of the Statue and Article 42 of the Rules of the court,
copies of the application were transmitted by the Registrar to the Secretary-General of the
United Nations, Members of the United Nations and other States entitled before the Court.
3. Both parties have accepted the compulsory jurisdiction of the ICJ without reservations
4. Concluding that it had jurisdiction in the case, the Court dealt with the merits of the case.
After the fulfillment of all procedural aspects requested by Article 43 of the Statute, namely
the written proceedings stage (consisting of the communication to the Court and to the
parties of memorials and the oral proceedings (consisting of the hearing by the Court of
agents), the Court entered into deliberations in the morning of 27 July 2010.
5. On 26 and 27 July 2010, the Court held a public hearing regarding the merits of the case.
6. On 29 July 2010, the Court gave its decision on the case.

20
21

Submissions to the Court by the Parties

22
23

The Court was requested to decide:

24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

1. Whether the invasion of Šbarkia by the TUNA members was a violation of Sbark
sovereignty as stipulated in the Article 2 (1) UNC ;
2. Whether the invasion of Šbarkia by the TUNA members was a violation of the principle of
non-intervention and the prohibition of the use of force as stipulated in Article 2 (4) and
Article 2 (7) of UNC and consequently a violation of international law and even ius
cogens;
3. Whether the invasion on Šbarkia by the TUNA members constituted a humanitarian
intervention and thus justified the use of force;

33
34

In the course of the written proceedings, the following submissions were present by the parties:

35
36

On behalf of Šbarkia,

37
38

Requests the International Court of Justice to adjudge and declare

39
40
41
42
43

1. That the invasion of Šbarkia by the TUNA members was a violation of the Sbark
sovereignty;
2. That the invasion of Šbarkia by the TUNA members was a violation of the principle of nonintervention and the prohibition of the use of force as stipulated in Article 2 UNC.

44
45

On behalf of United Whallands,

46
47

Requests the International Court of Justice to adjudge and declare

48
49
50

1. That the invasion of Šbarkia by the TUNA members constituted a humanitarian
intervention and thus justified the use of force

51
52
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Statement of the facts

54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61

In 2000, the autonomy of the Koikodians, a people in the country of Šbarkia, was abolished.
This act being strongly opposed by the Koikodians was followed by suppression and severe and
systematic human rights violations by Šbarkia. The international community became increasingly
aware of and concerned with the escalating conflict and the humanitarian consequences, expressing
their concern in several UN Security Council resolutions. The TUNA, an intergovernmental
military alliance consisting of 11 states, among them the United Whallands, attempted to mediate
between Šbarkia and the Koikodians. Peace talks remained fruitless, however.

62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70

The situation deteriorated further and violence escalated on both sides. Šbark military and police
forces committed acts of ethnic cleansing, tens of thousands of people began to flee their homes in
the face of this systematic offensive. In 2009, final diplomatic attempts were made to persuade the
government of Šbarkia to stop attacks and human rights violations on the Koikodians or face
imminent TUNA air strikes. After the refusal of the Šbark government to comply, order was given
to commence air strikes. The TUNA military campaign was not authorised by the Security Council.
After an 11-week bombing campaign of the TUNA forces, the Šbark government agreed to
TUNA’s demands by accepting to withdraw their troops from the Koikodian region.

71
72

Reasons of law

73
74

In its decision, the Court will address the issue in the following order:

75
76
77
78
79
80
81

A. Action
According to the facts of the case, the TUNA members, including the Respondent (United
Whallands), started a military campaign against the Republic of Šbarkiain February 2010 The
question that arises before the court is whether the actions of the TUNA members have violated the
prohibition of use of force, the principle of state sovereignty, as well as the principle of nonintervention and possibly even constituted a violation of ius cogens.

82
83
84
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94
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B. Use of force
1. The military campaign by TUNA can be defined as use of force. According to the main
principles of Public International law and Resolution 3314 adopted by the General
Assembly, any act of aggression is an act of use of force. Pursuant to this Resolution, an act
of aggression is an invasion or attack by the armed forces of a State of the territory of
another State (Article 3 a) as well as the bombardment by the armed forces of a State
against the territory of another State or the use of any weapons by a State against the
territory of another State (Article 3 b). In the present case the military campaign launched
by TUNA troops clearly fulfils the criteria for the use of force.
2. One of the main issues before the Court is whether this particular use of force violates the
territorial sovereignty of the Republic of Šbarkia. According to the United Nation Charter –
Art. 2 point 4 “All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or

96
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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”. In the current case the
use of force by the TUNA members is a clear violation of the territorial sovereignty of the
Republic of Šbarkia it contradicts with the basic principles of the international law.
3. The non-intervention principle is one of the basic principles in the international public law.
This principle can be breached by the use of armed force. In the current case before the ICJ
the bombing attacks by TUNA members are significant enough to be considered as armed
attack.
4. Furthermore, the military actions from the side of the TUNA members could even be
considered as a breach of ius cogens. It is believed that the prohibition of use of force can
be qualified as ius cogens under certain circumstances. This is the case when the use of
force cannot be justified and the gravity of the situation is sufficient enough. With regards
to the requirement of sufficient gravity, the Court notes that during the 11-bombing military
campaign, 1000 Šbark civilian were killed by TUNA forces. This must be conisdered to be
sufficient grave.
5. The Court concludes that UW has violated the prohibtion of the use of force and the
principle of non-intervention. The Court will now examine whether there was a justification
for the use of force by TUNA, respectively UW.

118
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C. SECURITY COUNCIL AUTHORISATION
In order to fulfill their duty and come up with a just decision the Court must carefully consider the
problem regarding the lack of an explicit authorization of the Security Council towards TUNA
actions.
e)
Regarding the possibility of an implicit authorization by the Security Council, the Court
notes that two veto powers were explicitly against the authorization of the use of force. Therefore
the Court does not have to answer the question if such concept even exists as there clearly is no
room for any implicit authorization.

127
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130
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132
133
134
135
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138
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f)
However TUNA’s intervention could have been authorized ex post facto by the Security
Council. This would require the existence of the concept of a ex post facto authorization. Art. 53 I 2
states that “no enforcement actions shall be taken […] without the authorization of the Security
Council”. Although the wording clearly speaks against the existence of an ex post facto
authorization of the use of force by the Security Council, the Security Council could have the
power to authorize itself. Art. 24 UN Charter states that the Security Council has the “primary
responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security”. It could therefore be argued
that the Security Council can even decide ex post facto that the use of military force had been
justified if this would assist in maintaining the international peace and security. Pursuant to Art. 24
II the Security Council has to discharge its functions in accordance with the UN Charter. Therefore
it is clearly limited to the options given to it by the Charter. Nothing in the present Charter allows
an ex post facto authorization. Additionally the Court has to note that a ex post facto authorization
could weaken the Security Council’s authority as powerful States could present the Security
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Council with a fait accompli effectively letting the Security Council no chance as to authorize their
actions ex post facto.

143
144
145

g)
Thus, the Court concludes that the actions by TUNA have neither been implicit nor ex post
facto authorised by the Security Council.
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151
152
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D. SELF-DEFENSE
1. This Court would like to point out that under the United Nations Charter the use of
force has two legal exceptions and these are self - defense and the authorization by the
Security Council. According to the Article 51 UNC a state is permitted to exercise its
inherent right of individual or collective self-defense in case an armed attack occurs
against a member of the United Nations. Therefore it is obvious that the flood of
refugees from Šbarkia cannot be considered an armed attack directed at the TUNA
states under Article 51. Customary law also requires an armed attack as the precondition
for invoking the right of self defense and this is also supported by the Court in the
Nicaragua case paragraph 176 (On one essential point, this treaty itself refers to preexisting custornary international law ; this reference to custornary law is contained in
the actual text of Article 51, which mentions the "inherent right" (in the French text the
"droit naturel") of individual or collective self-defence, which "nothing in the present
Charter shall impair" and which applies in the event of an armed attack)

161
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165

2. Furthermore, the Koikodians’ right to self defense must be put into question. This right
normally comes into question if invoked by a state. Even though, the Koikodians do not
constitute a state, the Court considers that they nevertheless may have the right to self –
defense derived from their right to self - determination as a people.
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3. The Court points out that Šbarkia has given the Koikodians a high degree of autonomy
and also that their right of self determination does not even have to be discussed since it
is obvious that it was being exercised. When Šbarkia started taking steps in the way of
abolishing that autonomy by dissolving the Koikodian Parliament, their right to selfdetermination was violated. Further, the end of autonomy marked a period of grave and
systematic human rights violations of the Koikodians by Šbarkia.
4. Bearing this in mind, the issue before the Court is whether or not this clear violation of
the right to self- determination also implies a right to self defence of the people.
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5. It must be noted that States are the primary subjects of public international law and only
they can acknowledge other entities subjectivity. In the circumstances of the
decolonization process States have acknowledge the right to self defense of the
oppressed people, but made it equally clear that would only apply to those specific
circumstances. Since in this case the Koikodians do not represent a colony but a
minority within Sbarkia it is more that clear that the right to self defense is not
recognized by the international community.
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184

6. Furthermore, the Court notes that the acknowledgement of a right to self defense of
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people could lead not only to an escalation and misuse, but also to the abuse of such a
right. Also, this right to self defense would imply that each internal matter concerning
people against their respective forum state would be seen as an international issue.
Therefore, this could lead to an abuse since third States could intervene and therefore
threatening international peace and security.

190
191
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7. The Court concludes that although the Koikodians undoubtedly have a right to selfdetermination, this does not include a right to self-defense.
Thus, TUNA's actions cannot be justified by a right to self-defence.

194
195
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E. HUMANITARIAN INTERVENTION
1. Legal Basis
a) Regarding the alleged human rights violations, such as ethnic cleansing, destruction of
property, acts of rape, murder and the massive displacements of civilian population, there the
Court does not doubt that grave human rights violations of a systematic and wide-spread
manner indeed took place in Šbarkia.

201
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b) In this Court’s view, a humanitarian intervention is considered to be the threat or use of
force across state borders by a state (or group of states) aimed at preventing or ending
widespread and grave violations of the fundamental human rights of individuals other than its
own citizens, without the permission of the state within whose territory force is applied.

206
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c) Under Article 1 (3) of the Charter of the United Nations it is considered that humanitarian
intervention might be used as a justification for the use of force. Furthermore, article 31 (3)b of
the Vienna Convention states that in order for an interpretation to be applied it is necessary to
take into consideration any subsequent practice in the application of the treaty which
establishes the agreement of the parties regarding that particular interpretation.

212
213
214
215
216

d) First, the Court would like to point out that there is not enough state practice to prove the
existence of the humanitarian intervention as a legal justification for the use of force. The
actual cases which have been categorized as being alleged humanitarian interventions are too
few over an extended period of time.

217
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e) Also, the implicated states did not always give an opinio juris in these cases in order to
consider them as being humanitarian intervention in this Court’s view. In most cases, other
legal grounds were brought forward, especially the argument of self-defense. For example, in
the NATO bombing of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in 1999, the member states used
this argument as the actions taking place in Yugoslavia were leading to a continuous instability
in the region and therefore constituted a threat to peace and security.

224
225
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227
228

f) In other cases there has been a prior Security Council resolution authorizing the use of force
in order to prevent further human rights violations in states in which such a crisis has also been
priory acknowledged by the international community. For example, on the 15th September
1999, the United Nations Security Council expressed concern at the deteriorating situation in
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East Timor and adopted UNSC Resolution 1264 calling for a multinational force to restore
peace and security to East Timor. This is also the case of the United Nations Assistance
Mission for Rwanda in 1994.

232
233
234
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g) Another example is the case of the Unified Task Force in Somalia, 1993, when the Security
Council issued Resolution 794 mandating the UNITAF to use “all necessary measures” to
guarantee the delivery of humanitarian aid in accordance to Chapter VII of the United Nations
Charter.
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h) Thus, the Court construes that there is no sufficient legal basis to accept the humanitarian
intervention as a justification to the use of force. Though the humanitarian intervention may be
considered a developing norm in public international law, it has not yet sufficiently solidified
to meet the criteria of customary international law.

242
243

2. Requirments and Conditions of the Humanitarian Intervention
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a)
As stated previously the Court does not find that the humanitarian intervention is part of the
customary international law. However, the argument brought by the Agent of the United
Whallands, namely the report of the International Commission on Intervention and State
Sovereignty “The Responsibility to protect”, shall be examined with regards to the conditions for
humanitarian intervention under the six criteria provided: “right authority, just cause, right
intention, last resort, proportional means and reasonable prospects”. As stated in the report, these
criteria are not exhaustive and their presence could be considered as the absolute minimum of
circumstances necessary in order to justify an intervention. The Court will examine every criterion
separately.
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b)
The Agent of Šbarkia supports the thesis that an authorization for coercive intervention
could be given only by the Security Council in an explicit manner. The position of the Agent of the
United Whallands is that due to the veto power of China and Russia, the Security Council was
paralyzed. As per the Respondent the TUNA organization “completes” Security Council functions,
bringing as a supportive argument the Uniting for Peace General Assembly Resolution 377 (V).
Both Šbarkia and the United Whallands are members of the United Nations and they are bound by
the Charter of the United Nations, the ratified treaties and conventions. All of them are proclaiming
the supreme authority of the Security Council when dealing with matters concerning use of force or
intervention. However, in case the Security Council fails to act or “rejects a proposal for
intervention where humanitarian or human rights issues are significantly at stake”, the position of
the Commission is that as another possibility for “collective intervention to be pursued by a
regional ot sub-regional organization”, such as TUNA.

267
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c)
The Agent of the United Whallands states in their memorial that the criterion “just cause” is
fulfilled as in the Report is defined as “large scale of “ethnic cleansing”, actual or apprehended,
whether carried out by killing, forced expulsion, acts of terror or rape”. For this principle to be
satisfied, the Court recognized that there must be serious and irreparable harm occurring to human
beings as such. The Court has already examined this criterion and considers this requirement to be
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met.
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d)
With regards to the condition of ‘right intention’, the Report states, on page 12, para. (2)
precautionary principles, that “the primary purpose of the intervention, whatever other motives
intervening states may have, must be to halt or avert human suffering. Right intention is better
assured with multilateral operations, clearly supported by regional opinion and the victims
concerned.” In the present case, the Agent of the United Whallands submitted that the TUNA
organization had right intention since it had not shown any other intentions such as the acquisition
of territory, removing of state border etc. Moreover, the Agent assured that the mission restored
peace and stability in the region of conflict, which allegedly justified the intervention. Opposed to
the above-mentioned statement, the Agent of Šbarkia presented to the Court that there had been no
justified reason for such intervention due to the absence of violation of ius cogens. Considering the
arguments of both sides, the Court takes the position that this condition existed ad hoc.
Furthermore, the severe and systematic human rights violations by Šbarkia, together with the
excessive number of refugees in the neighboring countries, are solid reasons for the Court to accept
the statement of the Respondent.
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e)
As to the principle of ‘last resort’, the respondent maintained that the military intervention
had been undertaken after exhausting all other adequate means to resolve it, like mediation,
negotiations and previous Security Council Resolutions. On the other hand, the Agent of Šbarkia
submitted that as far as the Resolutions were concerned, they did not provide for any specific
measures sanctioning the country. Thus, the Agent argued that it was upon the Security Council to
impose certain sanctions on Šbarkia, like economic ones, for instance. In addition, the Agent of
Šbarkia submitted that the Council clearly failed to take adequate measures in preventing the crisis.
After carefully considering the submissions of both parties, the Court concludes that the condition
of ‘last resort’ has not been satisfied on the ground that other measures different from military
intervention could have clearly applied and could have prevented the further deterioration in the
region and the excessive loss of life after the TUNA bombings.
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f)
In regard to the principle of ‘proportional means’, the Agent of the United Whallands
undoubtedly stated that the air strikes carried out by the TUNA alliance were proportionate to the
aim of the mission since its main objective had been that the state of Šbarkia abolished its violent
actions and thus, a full scale war was avoided. On the contrary, the Agent of Šbarkia argued that
the principle had not been fulfilled. As part of the argumentation, several legal sources were
provided like the St. Petersburg Declaration, 1868 stating that “the technical limits were fixed at
which the necessities of war ought to yield to the requirements of humanity”; the Hague
Convention IV, 1907 which is considered to be customary law and which provides for “the desire
to diminish the evils of war, as far as military requirements permit”; and Article 8 (2) (b) (IV) of
the Rome Statute, stressing that attacks which are to be “expected to cause incidental loss of
civilian life… would be excessive in relation to the concrete and direct military advantage
anticipated.” After careful consideration of all aspects of the mission as such and especially the
duration of the bombings, taken together with the damages caused, the Court comes to the
conclusion that the principle of proportionality has not been fulfilled since the use of military force
in the region caused excessive results.
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g)
The respondent states that the ‘reasonable prospect’ of the humanitarian intervention is met
“taking into account the number of states belonging to TUNA”. The Court could accept this
statement as that criterion stands for reasonable chances for success in halting or averting the
suffering which has justified the intervention, a criterion that has been fulfilled in the present case
due to the fact that TUNA as a military alliance is “clearly superior in weapons and military
equipment”.
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3. As a conclusion to the specific matter of the conditions for humanitarian intervention,
underlining that the report of the International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty
“The Responsibility to protect” is not binding, the Court considers that a possible humanitarian
intervention could not be justified under the mentioned criteria. In the report it is clearly stated that
all six criteria should be simultaneously present as a minimum of conditions in order for a State to
have the possibility to intervene. In the present case not all of the conditions are met, namely the
condition of the last resort and proportionality. Thus, the Court states that even if the humanitarian
intervention could be considered as customary international law, it is not justified under these
criteria.

334
335

For this reasons, the Court

336
337

(c) By ten votes in favour and one abstention

338
339
340

Finds that the military air strikes conducted by TUNA constituted a use of force that is attributable
to UW.

341
342

(d) Unanimously

343
344

finds that there has been no implicit Security Council authorization to justify the actions by TUNA

345
346

(e) By nine votes in favour and two abstentions

347
348
349

finds that there has been no ex-post-facto authorization of the use of force by the Security Council
when not condemning TUNA air strikes against Sbarkia

350
351

(f) By ten votes to one

352
353
354

finds that UW does not have a right to self-defense as the floods of refugees do not constitute an
armed attack

355
356
357

(g) By three votes in favour, including the casting vote by the president, three against and five
abstentions,

358
359
360

Finds that the Koikodians do not have a right to self-defense derived from their Right to selfdetermination. Consequently, TUNA may not exercise a collective right to self-defense.
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361
362

(h) By seven votes to four

363
364
365

Finds that there is no legal basis in public international law to accept the justification of the
humanitarian intervention for the use of force

366
367

(i) By seven votes in favour, one against and three abstentions,

368
369
370

Finds that even if there had been a legal basis for the humanitarian intervention, its minimum
criteria are not met.

371
372
373
374

Thus, United Whallands invasion of Šbarkia was a violation of Šbark sovereignty (Art. 2 (1), (7)
UNC), the principle of non-intervention and the prohibition of the use of force (Art. 2 (4) UNC)
and consequently a violation of international law and even ius cogens.

375
376

Done today at the Hague, on 29 July 2010.

377

President,
Alexandra Ungureanu

378
379
380
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Separate opinion of Judge Ungureanu
While agreeing with the Court on the majority of the issues, judge Ungureanu however can not
but point out the fact that the Court has misunderstood the arguments brought by the United Whallands
with regard to a collective self- defense. The Court has apparently decided that there is not a collective
self- defense on the grounds of a right to self defense as a consequence of their inherent right to selfdetermination.
Judge Ungureanu completely agrees with the Court on the matter that the right to self
determination can not also imply a right to self defense of the people, however this was not the argument
brought by the United Whallands. In its arguments it has stated that besides the fact that its actions
constitute a humanitarian intervention which the Court disagrees, it is also a collective self- defense on
the basis of the fact that the flood of refugees from Sbarkia led to an instability in the region and
therefore represented a threat to international peace and security. However, the Court was quick in
dismissing this argument on the basis of article 51 of the UN Charter which states that a right to self
defense exists only in cases of armed attacks. It is obvious that floods of refugees do not constitute an
armed attack per se but still it can’t either be denied that it does not represent an inconvenience for the
neighboring states and therefore do not lead to an instability in the region.
Again, judge Ungureanu would like to point out that the United Whallands has never brought the
argument of armed attacks, but the one of a threat to peace and stability in the region, and still the Court
has decided that there was no self defense on the basis of a completely different ground than the one
given by the Respondent. Therefore, the Court has failed to take into consideration the arguments
brought by the United Whallands in this manner and therefore to also answer the question whether the
actions of the United Whallands were or not justified. Now the question remains whether or not a right
to self defense on the grounds of a threat to international peace and security actually exists.
It is a fact that the international community in numerous times over an extended period stressed
out that gross human rights violations were taking place in Sbarkia and, very importantly, it was also
acknowledged by the Security Council under article 39 chapter VII, in the Resolution 10245 and 15234.
It cannot be argued against that acts such as ethnic cleansing, massive destruction of property, acts of
rape, murder and the massive displacements of civilian population do not represent grave human rights
violations.
One of the main purposes of the United Nations and also an obligation of its members as stated
in article 1.1 of the UN Charter is, inter alia, to maintain international peace and security, and to that end
to take effective collective measures for the prevention and removal of threats to the peace. There is no
case present in the international community in which masses of refugees fleeing from countries which
were conducting gross human rights violations did not lead to such an instability and to continuous
diplomatic efforts to resolve the situation. Therefore, from judge Ungureanu’s point of view the situation
in Sbarkia does constitute such a threat to peace and regional stability as previously argued and one
could argue that Sbarkia has breached its obligations under the UN Charter.
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Unfortunately, there is not enough state practice regarding this issue in order to consider it
customary law so it may be taken into consideration. But the main purpose of it it, from judge
Ungureanu’s point of view, is a valid one. There have been some cases in the international community in
which a state or an alliance of states have interfered in another state on the grounds that the actions of
that states within its own territory lead to an instability in the region. In the NATO bombing of the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia in 1999, the member states brought this argument as the actions taking
place in Yugoslavia have already created an instability in the region and therefore constituted a threat to
international peace and security.
Now this issue again does not have any state practice to support it, but still judge Ungureanu
feels that it is of great importance. There have been many cases in which states abused their authority
within their own territory such as the cases of gross human rights violations and have always led to
internal civil conflicts and have triggered international crises and sometimes even regional wars. The
advantage of the recognition of such a right would be that international armed conflicts may be avoided.
The right to self-defense may have an element of armed action but it would be very limited and
proportionate to the actual violations. It cannot be disputed that this would be more preferable than an
international conflict which almost always escalates and leads to greater human rights violations than the
initial situation.
Judge Ungureanu concludes that even if unfortunately this argument is not generally accepted by
the international community, it still would be very much in accordance with the purpose of the UN
Charter since this is one of its main purposes and again this would be much more preferable than the
international armed conflicts to which almost always it ends up to.
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Topic B. Legal Consequences of the Construction of the Wall in the
Occupied Territory of Evaland
Summary
The Territory of Evaland was part of the Ottoman Empire. Following the First World War and the
occupation of the region by the state Giant Halles, the “Halles Mandate“ was drafted and formally approved by the
League of Nations in 1922.
After the Second World War, Giant Halles terminated the Mandate, and the UN General Assembly made
the recommendations regarding the future of the territory. It was suggested to divide the territory between two
independent States, one Arab (Evaland), the other Jewish (Addamistan).
In May 1948, Addamistan proclaimed its independence on the strength of the General Assembly
resolution. On the other side, no Evalandish Arab state was founded; the state of Dan Jor annexed the Territory of
Evaland. Through mediation by United Nations the armistice agreement was signed between Addamistan and
Dan Jor and the fixed armistice demarcation line between Addamistani and Dan Jor forces was established (the
so called Pink Line).
20 years later (1967), in the armed conflict between Addamistan and Dan Jor, Addamistani forces
occupied all the territories which had constituted Evaland under the „Halles Mandate“.
In 1988 Dan Jor announced the decision to cede its claims to the Territory of Evaland, recognizing
Evalandish people’s aspiration to secede from Dan Jor and to create an independent state in exercise of their
right to self-determination
A peace treaty was signed in 1994 between Addamistan and Dan Jor. That treaty fixed the Pink Line as
an administrative boundary between the two States „without prejudice to the status of any territories that came
under Addamistani military government control in 1967.” Thereby it was intended to give Addamistan and the
Evalandish people a free hand to press ahead with bilateral negotiations concerning the final status of the area.

The Judgment is on the next page
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Katerina Veselinova
Yordanova]
[SF/E3/ICJ/J2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic B. Legal Consequences of the
Construction of the Wall in the Occupied
Territory of Evaland]
Advisory Opinion
JUDGEMENT OF 30 JULY 2010
[SF/E3/ICJ/J2.1]
1
2

The Court, composed as above,
DELIVERS THE FOLLOWING ADVISORY OPINION

3
4

Submissions to the Court by the Parties

5
6

The Court was requested to decide:

7
8
9

…whether or not the construction of the wall in the Occupied Territory of Evaland is in
accordance with international law?

10
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11
12

Reasons of law

13
14
15

A) Applicable Law – Humanitarian Law

16
17
18
19
20
21

1.The Court acknowledges that Addamistan have ratified the IV Geneva Convention (see the
case, page 6, point 1). The State of Addamistan expressed a theses that the Convention is not
applicable to the Occupied Territory because of the lack of recognition of the territory as
sovereign prior to the annexation by Dan Jor and thus not a territory of a High Contracting
Party.

22
23
24
25

2.Strictly speaking the Convention in question applies when it comes to a territory of a High
Contracting Party. Thus, in the light of the wording of the Geneva Convention the humanitarian
law is not applicable de jure.

26
27
28
29
30
31
32

3.On the other hand if the Court finds the Geneva Convention as not applicable law to the
present case, the former would go against the actual purpose of the convention, namely to
protect civilians in case of conflict or occupation. Such theological interpretation is in
accordance with Article 31 of the Vienna Convention on the law of Treaties which states that a
treaty must be interpreted in good faith in accordance with the ordinary meaning to be given to
its terms in their context and in the light of its object and purpose.

33
34
35
36
37

4.Taking into account the abovementioned this Court considers that the fact that the status of
Evaland was disputed should not reflect in any manner the applicability of the Geneva
Convention. Therefore, the Court accepts that the IV Geneva Convention is, de facto,
applicable legal base under the present facts.

38
39
40
41
42
43

5. Convention (IV) respecting the Laws and Customs of War on Land and its annex:
Regulations concerning the Laws and Customs of War on Land (Hague Convention IV), which
has been ratified by Addamistan, also contain provisions that apply to the situation in question.
Since Hague Convention is recognized by the states as a customary law, its provisions are
applicable regardless of the status of Evaland.

44
45

B) Applicable Law – Human Rights Law

46
47
48
49

1. Addamistan has ratified both The ICCPR and ICESCR. The representative of Addamistan
claimed that in this particular case, the international human rights law is not applicable due to
the reason that both Covenants apply only for the protection of Addamistan’s own people.

50
51
52
53
54

2. However, according to Article 2, paragraph 1 of the ICCPR a state party to the Covenant
“undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals within its territory and subject to its
jurisdiction the rights recognized in the present Covenant”. Therefore, two cumulative
conditions must be satisfied in order to apply the ICCPR provisions. First, the protection must
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be towards individuals within State’s own territory. Second, the individuals should be subject
of State’s jurisdiction. In the view of this Court the latter is met taking into account the status of
Evaland as occupied territory and the control exercised by Addamistan over it. As for the
territory condition, this Court notes that it had already the opportunity to state that the ICCPR
does not cede to apply at the war time and in the occupied territory (Advisory opinion on the
legality of the threat or use of nuclear weapons). Moreover, the recent state practice shows that
the abovementioned two criteria do not have to be fulfilled cumulatively. It can be concluded
that only the criterion of the jurisdiction has to be satisfied.

63
64
65
66
67

3. As for the application of these Covenants in the present case, the Court already had the
opportunity to express its position that humanitarian law and human rights law could be applied
simultaneously and providing that both can apply, the humanitarian shall be regarded lex
specialis.

68
69
70
71
72
73

C) Humanitarian Law Violaitons
According to the facts, Evalandish cultivated land lying on the Walls Route has been
requisitoned and destroyed and thousands of trees have been uprooted.
Thus, Addamsitan breached its obligations under Article 46 and 52 of the Hague Regulations.
Also, with regards to property, Article 53 GC IV has been violated.

74
75

D) Human Rights Law - Violations

76
77

As Human Rights Law is applicable the Court now has to identify its specific norms.

78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98

1. By impeding the free movement of the Evalandish people in the occupied territory,
Addamistan could have violated Art. 12 (Free Movement) of the International Convent of Civil
and Political Rights (ICCPR). Although Art. 12 is not mentioned in the enumeration of
inderogable rights, in Art 4 ICCPR is none the less only derogable if the prerequisite of the
paragraph 3 of Art. 12 is met.
2. The question that the Court has to answer is whether the necessity to protect the national
security is above the Evalandish civilian’s fundamental rights.
3. When deciding the Court has considered on the one hand that the imposed measures are
not necessary for the protection of national security and that the Administrative regime
imposed has been excessive in the light of the gained security. Therefore Art. 12 ICCPR is
applicable, resulting that there have been violations in regards to the status of the Evalandish
civilians resident in the closed areas.
4. The Court considers that the following articles of the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights have been violated:
• Article 1 paragraph two on the right to natural resources and means of subsistence;
• Article 6 paragraph 1 on the right to work;
• Article 11 paragraph 1 on the decent standard of living and access to adequate provisions;
• Article 12 paragraph 1 on the physical and mental health;
• Article 13 on the right to education.
5. The Court considers that the above mentioned human rights which enshrine in the ICESCR
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can nonetheless be derogated in the same circumstances as those stated in Art. 4 f the ICCPR
since they can be considered to having the same basic characters. The occupation can be clearly
considered a state f emergency, therefore permitting the derogation of non-basic human rights.
6. Consequently, the Court believes that Article 12 paragraph 1 of ICCPR has been violated
by the imposed administration in the closed areas. Articles 1(2), 6(1), 11(1), 12(1), 13 of
ICESCR have been violated, but the Court is of the opinion that the violations were justified by
the warlike circumstances in the occupied territory, pursuant to Article 4 ICCPR.

106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115

E) Annexation
.
1. The international community considers annexation as illegal per se. The occupation of
Evaland cannot be seen as a de facto annexation by Addamistan. Addamistan has stated that the
construction of the wall is a security measure only and has no intention of annexing Evaland or
parts of Evaland. As stated by the representative of Addamistan the wall is considered a
temporary measure, which will be removed as soon as the threat of terrorist attacks will cease
to exist. If a temporary measure starts to be seen as a permanent one, this can be considered as
creating state practice

116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124

2. Addamistan has constructed, maintained, and expanded civilian settlements with its own
citizens in the Occupied Territory of Evaland, which is illegal in according to GC IV. The route
of the wall is not following the Pink Line since it is deviating from the Pink line in the certain
places to incorporate the Addamistani settlements while encircling Evalandish population areas.
The route of the wall in combination with the settlements can be seen as an indicator for future
de facto annexation. In case the international community starts to recognize the wall as a
permanent measure, the occupation of the territory between the Pink Line and the wall will be
considered as de facto annexation.

125
126
127
128
129
130

3. If we consider that the possibility is being realized, this states a clear violation of
international law and the right of self-determination of the Evalandish people (Art. 1 (2) UNC).
Since the occupation of the territory of Evaland has lasted for several decades, the Evalandish
people have hindered the opportunity to exercise their right of self-determination. This already
constitutes a breach of international law.

131
132

F) Self-defence

133
134
135
136
137
138

1. The Evalandish hostilities, namely suicide bombings and other attacks targeting civilians
have been proven to be a threat to the Addamistani people. In the Human Rights Watch report
from 2008 the Evalandish terror has been qualified as “crimes against humanity”. The
construction of the Wall commenced after a “sharp rise” of hostilities on behalf of Evalandish,
after a “wave of suicide attacks” against Addamistani people.

139
140
141
142

2. The Agent of Addamistan stated that, as per the initial position of the Addamistani Cabinet,
the construction of the Wall constituted “security measure” while exercising their right as per
Art. 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, namely “the inheriting right of individual or
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collective self-defence if an armed attack occurs”. Even though it has been argued that the right
of self-defence can only be applied versus another state, the interpretation of the wording and
the purposes of the United Nations show that the right of self-defence can be exercised against
any external aggressor. Addamistan never claimed any rights on the territory of Evaland and
the Evalandish have been recognized as people both by Addamistan and the United Nations.
This shows that Addamistan considers the Evalandish people as an external actor.

149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158
159

3. The Agent of the Occupied Territory of Evaland argued that the State of Addamistan could
not rely on Article 51 UNC and invoke the right of self-defense. This is the case since the right
of self-defence could be exercised only against another state, and in the present situation it is an
internal matter rather than an external one due to the fact that Evaland is not a State but a
territory extensively occupied by the former. The construction of the wall is impairing the
degree of integrity of the region in question, since it aims at establishing a barrier securing
protection to the Addamistani people. Furthermore, there is uncertainty as to whether such
barrier provides the Evalandish with the same degree of protection with regards to the
deteriorating situation in the “Closed Area” considering the humanitarian and socio-economic
aspects. That is why the right of self-defence could not be used as a justification.

160
161
162
163
164
165

4. Taking into account the arguments brought by both parties, the Court considers that in the
present case Addamistan was not threatened by any external aggressor. As a consequence, the
state cannot exercise the right of self-defence. The Evalandish attacks come from within the
occupied territory and are considered to be internal issue for the Occupying Power.

166
167

G) Military necessity

168
169
170

1. In order for this Court to find whether the building of the wall had met the requirements of
military necessity it must also take into consideration all the human rights violations

171
172
173
174
175
176
177
178
179

2. One of the main arguments brought before the Court by Addamistan regarding the legality
of the wall is that it has been built as a protection measure due to the numerous terrorist attacks
and that it was only protecting its citizens. It is a fact that these attacks have led to gross human
rights violations such as deaths, injuries, and destruction of property. Furthermore, article 4 of
the ICPR states that in times of emergency which threaten the life of the Nations, they may take
measure derogating from their obligations to the extent strictly required by the existence of the
exigencies of the situation. Even though the human rights restrictions were rather drastic, the
construction of the wall substantively reduced the suicide attacks .

180
181
182
183
184
185
186

3. However the Court does not see the necessity of locating the wall on Evalandish territory.
Its effectiveness would not have been greatly diminished if buil within Addamistany territory.
With regards to the argument that Addamistan aimed at protecting its settlements on Evalandish
territory the court is of the opinion that this is not a valid argument. The very existence of the
settlements is illegal. Thus Addamistan as contributed to the state of necessity regarding the
area between the wall and the Pink Line. Therefore, they cannot invoke it as a circumstance
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precluding wrongfulness.
4. In this light, notwithstanding the effectiveness of the wall regarding the prevention of the
suicide attacks, the Court considers that the building of the wall does not constitute a measure
in compliance with international law and therefore cannot be justified.

191
192
193

For this reasons, the Court

194
195

1. Unanimously

196
197

finds that international humanitarian law is applicable

198
199

2. Unanimously

200
201

finds that international human rights law is applicable

202
203

3. Unanimously

204
205
206

finds that the construction of a wall in the occupied territory of Evaland does not consitute a de
facto annexation

207
208

4. by eight votes to four

209
210

finds that Addamistan does not have a right to self-defense

211
212

5. by seven votes to five

213
214
215

finds that the construction of the wall is not justified by military necessity due to its
disproportionally with regards to human rights violations of the Evalandish people

216
217
218
219

Done today in the Hague, on 30 July 2010.

220
221

President,
Oskar De Felice

222
223
224
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SEPARATE OPINION OF JUDGE UNGUREANU AND JUDGE STERKOVA
With regards to the very contradictory matter of whether or not the institute of self-defence
applies to the present case, the Court has not taken into consideration the recognized status of the
Evalandish.
The Court is deciding that Addamistan was not threatened by any external aggressor thus, the
state cannot exercise the right of self-defence.
Addamistan never claimed any rights on the territory of Eveland. After proclaiming
independence, Addamistan has shown no indications for aims of uniting the two territories. Furthermore,
the Evalandish have been recognized as people not only by the United Nations, but as well by
Addamistan. Not only this, but they have officially recognized an official representative of Evaland, the
Evalandish Liberation Organization, also enjoying the status of an observer at the UN.
In 1994 a peace treaty was signed between the state of Dan Jor and Addamistam. With that treaty
an administrative border was fixed between the territory of Evaland and Addamistan. The document was
signed “without prejudice to the status of any territory that came under Addamistani military
government control in 1967”, namely the territory of Evaland. By accepting the peace treaty, the
administrative border and withdrawing their control from the above mentioned territory, Addamistan
recognized in a very definite manner the Evalandish people and territory as a foreign subject to their
state.
Examining the arguments in favor of the Agent of Addamistan’s statement for implementing the
right of self-defence and having in mind the interpretation of Art. 51 of the Charter of the United
Nations, namely the application of the right of self-defence not only to foreign state, but also to any
external aggressor, Judges Ungureano and Sterkova cannot agree with the conclusion of the Court.
Judges Ungureano and Sterkova consider that Addamistan exercised the right of selfdefence in accordance of the international public law, complying with all requirements of this
institute.
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DISSENTING OPINION OF JUDGE KASABOVA, JUDGE LINGGI AND JUDGE DE FELICE
The main question of proportionality was highly disputed in the Court. The Judges Kasabova,
Linggi and de Felice agree that the temporary construction of the wall is a proportional means to face the
terrorist attacks.
The aforementioned dissenting judges came to the conclusion that the terrorist attacks are a
sufficient reason to rely on a state of necessity for Addamistan.
The reason that led to this conclusion is that the wall has been proven efficient in stopping the
attacks and reducing the loss of civilian lives.
In the light of the massive killings through terrorists attacks the human rights violations are in the
eyes of the judges sufficiently justified. Also, the route of the wall is the less aggressive measure
compared to a full military strike against the terrorists in the Evalandish territory and the only way to
guard Addamistani interests and people.
Even though the wall is not a perfect solution, it is the most efficient in the current
situation. The Judges would like to add that the wall is only proportional as long it is considered to
be temporary measure. We would like to stress that the wall will become illegal as soon as the
threat of terrorism has disappeared. It is of great importance to underline that we don’t implicitly
allow the annexation of the Evalandish territory, since this would violate international customary
law.
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COUNCIL OF THE
EUROPEAN UNION
(CEU)
Foreign Affairs
Committee
Topic 1. Security implications of Turkey’s accession to the European Union
Summary
The accession of Turkey to the EU has been on the agenda for more than 60 years, since 1953. For this
time, the country has undergone multiple reforms in order to comply with the criteria for EU accession. A lot has
been achieved and there is a lot to be achieved in the future. During the negotiation process (which began on 3
October 2004) the social, political and economic conditions in the country were a subject of discussion. The
Council of the European Union at SOFIMUN 2010 will discuss the security implications of the prospective EU
membership of Turkey. This is why we would like the delegates to have an insight into the country’s domestic and
international policy, its relations with the neighbouring countries, the development of the relations between the EU
and Turkey and, most importantly, the security issues which the possible accession of Turkey would cause.

The Decision is on the next page

‐ 64 ‐

SOFIMUN
Sofia International Model United Nations
Edition: III/2010
Period: 24-31 July 2010
Location: Sofia, Bulgaria
Website: www.sofimun.org
Foundation: www.foundation.sofimun.org
E-mail: info@sofimun.org
“Search Of Future Ideas, Models Us Now”

CoEU

Sofia International Model United Nations

COUNCIL OF THE
EUROPEAN UNION
(CEU)

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

BOOK OF RESULTS
FROM SOFIMUN 2010

Foreign Affairs
Committee

Sponsors: [United Kingdom,
Republic of Cyprus, France,
Greece]
Signatories: [n/a]

[SF/E3/CoEU/D1.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 1. Security implications of Turkey’s
accession to the European Union]

DECISION (28 JULY 2010)
[SF/E3/CoEU/D1.1]
1

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION,

2
3
4

Having regard to the Treaty on the European Union, in particular Article 16(6), the Foreign Affairs
Council general competences,

5
6
7

Having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, in particular
Article 238 (2),

8
9
10

Having regard to the Criteria of Eligibility, as laid down in Article 49 (1) of the Treaty on the
European Union,

11
12

Having regard to the consent of the European Parliament,

13
14
15
16
17

Whereas:
(1) The Association Agreement between the European Community and Turkey has been signed in
1963 and amended by an additional protocol in 1970.

18
19

(2) The Commission's communication on a European strategy for Turkey was signed on
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4th of March 1998.

21
22
23
24

(3) The Commission regularly reports on Turkey's progress towards accession, relevant in
particular with regards to the chapters relating to Freedom, Security and Justice, Foreign Security
and Defence Policy and External Relations.

25
26
27
28

(4) The Council Decision on the principles, priorities, intermediate objectives
and conditions contained in the Accession Partnership with Turkey was signed on 19th of May
2003.

29
30
31
32

(5) As it has been stated in the Negotiation Framework of October 2005, the main principle
governing the negotiations is that the accession of the Republic of Turkey to the European Union
remains a shared objective.

33
34
35

(6) As decades of military cooperation have shown, Turkey can be considered a reliable partner,
contributing to the stability of the region.

36
37
38

(7) The Council of the European Union is convinced that the perspective of a full membership
would give incentives to Turkey to implement the reforms it is demanded for.

39
40
41

(8) The Council of the European Union appreciates the efforts concerning the relations between
Turkey and Armenia.

42
43
44

(9) The Council of the European Union furthermore acknowledges the efforts undertaken by
Turkey in order to improve the rights of the Kurdish minority.

45
46
47

(10) The Council of the European Union recognises the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) as a
terroristic organisation and is aware of the threats this organisation poses to security.

48
49
50

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION:

51
52
53
54
55
56
57

Article 1
1.
A Conference on the Cypriot question will be held between the Republic of Turkey and
Cyprus within the next six months starting from the day of the adoption of this Decision. It will be
moderated by the High Representative of the European Union for the Common Foreign and
Security Policy and take place in Luxemburg with the aim of approaching a solution regarding the
status of the island.

58
59
60

2.
Before the conference takes place, a gradual troop withdrawal by both the Turkish and the
Greek side, on which a bilateral agreement has recently been concluded, should take place.

61
62
63

Article 2
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1.
Both the European Union (EU) and the Republic of Turkey have agreed to introduce new
trust-building measures between the European Union and Turkey, considering the recent progress
of Turkey in the field of security and defence policy towards the accession to the European Union.

67
68

2.

Those trust-building measures should include periodical multilateral consultations.

69
70
71
72
73
74

Article 3
1. The Republic of Turkey will improve cooperation with the EU Frontex agency for the purpose
of better controlling the borders under its control. Such a cooperation should be established before
a future accession of Turkey in the EU, in order to be able to effectively deal with issues like illegal
immigration and terrorism in high-risk areas.

75
76
77

2. Shared military exercises, especially coastguard activities in the Mediterranean and Black Sea,
shall be organized.

78
79
80

3. Shared border control is to be established, especially concerning the borders with Iraq, Iran,
Azerbaijan and Armenia.

81
82
83

4. The Republic of Turkey will keep on normalising its relations with the Republic of Armenia in
order to improve the safety of the border with the respective country.

84
85
86
87

5. More action towards increasing stability in the Caucasus region needs to be taken by Turkey,
for example regarding the question of Nagorno-Karabakh, which represents a serious threat to
peace and security in the respective region.

88
89

Article 4

90
91
92

The Republic of Turkey shall act as a partner for the EU in its dealings with Iran concerning Iran’s
nuclear programme.

93
94

Article 5

95
96
97

In order to reduce the threats posed by the PKK, Turkey will work on gradually increasing the
rights of the Kurdish minority.

98
99

Article 6

100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107

The European Union will work on enhancing cooperation with the Turkish Military forces,
building on existing links that are based in currently existing North Atlantic Treaty Organisation
(NATO) institutions, as recently requested by the NATO Secretary-General Anders Fogh
Rasmussen in order to foster defence and security.
This must also include cooperation and support for the Turkish government in establishing full
civilian control over the military.
Article 7
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108
109

This Decision shall enter into force on the day of its adoption.

110
111
112

Done in Sofia, 28 July 2010.
For the Council, the President Steven Vanackere

113
114
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Topic 2. Land reforms as a means of development; Responsibility of the EU
in Africa
Summary
The EU is committed to promoting the United Nations Millenium Development Goals, especially to
reducing poverty and promoting development. In terms of the upcoming session of the United Nations General
Assembly on the Millenium Development Goals, the EU needs to step up its efforts regarding those issues. Food
security is one of those goals – and connected to it secure land access.
50 years after most of the African countries gained independence, they are still struggling with
development, most importantly with land redistribution, i.e. land reforms.
Land reform is generally accepted to be the redistribution of property or rights in land for the benefit of the
landless, tenants and farm labourers.
After the decolonization process, land reform in African countries has been concerned with correcting the
imbalance of agricultural land ownership by the minority white settler population.
In several countries, this has proven to work efficiently, while in others, failed land reforms are the main
reason for development staggering and coming to a halt. The responsibility of the EU Member States – some of
them former colonial powers – to support land reforms and development in Africa is thus inevitable.

The Decision is on the next page
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COUNCIL OF THE
EUROPEAN UNION
(CEU)

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

Foreign Affairs
Committee

Sponsors: [i]
Signatories: [i]

[SF/E3/CoEU/D2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic 2. Land reforms as a means of
development; Responsibility of the EU in
Africa]

DECISION (30 JULY 2010)
[SF/E3/CoEU/D2.1]
1

THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION,

2
3

Having regard to Art. 208 and 209 (2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union,

4
5
6

Having regard to the Communication to the Council, issued by the European Commission on
March 31, 2010, in particular paragraph 2.1,

7
8
9

Whereas:

10
11

Secure access to land is a necessary prerequisite for guaranteeing food security.

12
13
14

The European Union acknowledges that foreign direct investment can be seen as a chance for
development and economic growth.

15
16
17

The impact of land redistribution on intended beneficiaries has generally been positive although the
numbers benefiting from it are small.

18
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Inadequate administrative and technical capacities available to governments are the reason for the
slow process of market-assisted land reforms.

21
22
23

It cannot be accepted that future land reforms in Africa fail, leading to severe food crisis, human
rights and property violations.

24
25
26

Unequal ethnical ownership of land has the potential to create further economic crises in the
different regions of Africa unless addressed by accelerated progress in land redistribution.

27
28
29
30

Financial and logistical demands upon donors are likely to increase; the main purpose of their
support should be to enhance administrative and technical capacity in order to guarantee good
governance, allowing land reforms to be performed successfully.

31
32

The current land tenure is to a high extent a consequence of colonialism in Africa.

33
34
35
36
37
38

In the design of policy instruments for land redistribution it is important to recognize that
readdressing past injustices and promoting rural development are different policy objectives.
Furthermore, it is important to differentiate between policy instruments intended to diversify
ownership in the agricultural sector towards commercial farmers and instruments to provide new
opportunities for poor rural population.

39
40

The peculiarities of each region must be taken into account.

41
42
43

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION:

44
45

Article 1

46
47
48

Due to the effects that the economic crisis had on the European Union, the current level of funding
for the African states will remain the same until the economic recovery of the Union is achieved.

49
50

Article 2

51
52
53

1. The European Union’s commitment regarding land reforms in Africa shall be reoriented towards
support for research and technical cooperation.

54
55
56

2. Scientific conferences on the topic of “Land reforms in Africa” should take place on a regular
basis, on the African Continent as well as on the territory of the European Union.

57
58

Article 3

59
60
61

1. A regional tailor-made approach to land reforms by identifying key issues and trends in the
different regions across Africa must be adopted.

62

‐ 71 ‐

SOFIMUN
Sofia International Model United Nations
Edition: III/2010
Period: 24-31 July 2010
Location: Sofia, Bulgaria
Website: www.sofimun.org
Foundation: www.foundation.sofimun.org
E-mail: info@sofimun.org
“Search Of Future Ideas, Models Us Now”

63
64

BOOK OF RESULTS
FROM SOFIMUN 2010

2. Regional cooperation and exchange of best practice examples shall be established and supported
by the European Union.

65
66
67
68
69
70

3. A new enhanced cooperation under Article 329 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European
Union between Poland, the Czech Republic, Slovakia, Lithuania, Sweden, Finland, Latvia,
Denmark, Italy, France, Spain, Belgium, Ireland, Bulgaria, Romania and all other Member States
willing to join thereafter shall be established with the purpose of creating a medium for sharing of
national experiences concerning land reforms with the African Union.

71
72

Article 4

73
74
75
76
77

1. The Commission shall increase surveillance over the usage of European Funds in the fields such
as Agriculture and Rural Development, Trade, Europa Aid Cooperation, Development and
Humanitarian Aid.
2. It shall issue monitoring reports and evaluations of the issues mentioned in Art. 4 (1).

78
79

Article 5

80
81
82
83
84
85

1. A conference concerning the question of foreign direct investment (FDI) will be held within the
next three months in the country holding the chairmanship of the African Union, starting from the
day of the adoption of this Decision.
Representatives of Member States of the European Union, the High Representative of the European
Union for the Common Foreign and Security Policy shall attend it.

86
87
88

2. Representatives from the World Bank and also Foreign Investment Councils shall be invited to
the conference.

89
90
91
92
93

2. The aim of the conference shall be the creation of a legal framework that will ensure balanced
benefits for both, foreign stated and private investors, in order to ensure that there are equal
benefits for both the local communities and the foreign investors in the matter of land deals and
land property.

94
95

3. The conference shall particularly tackle the following issues:

96
97

a) Food security in a region that is subject to the FDI must be taken into account at all times.

98
99
100

b) Negotiations have to be transparent, while guaranteeing the rights of the local population at all
times and preventing corruption at all levels.

101
102
103

c) Existing land rights, including customary and common property rights must be respected during
the whole process.

104
105

d) Environmental sustainability has to be guaranteed.

106
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107
108
109

Done on July 30, 2010 in Sofia.
For the Council, the President Steven Vanackere

110
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EUROPEAN
PARLIAMENT
(EP)
Committee on Economic
and Monetary Affairs
Topic A. Financial and economic crisis: financial supervisory package
Summary
In October and November 2008 the Commission of the European Communities (EC) transmitted to the
European Parliament (EP) and the Council of the European Union (CEU) two communications entitled “From
financial crisis to recovery: A European framework for action” and “A European Economic recovery plan”,
containing a number of proposals for measures that had to be employed both on national and the European level
as a response to the ongoing financial and economic crisis. After the CEU and the EP approved them in March
2009, those two communications became the general framework for the newest EU cross-cutting policy called
“Financial and Economic crisis”. One of the proposed measures was the creation of a European financial
supervision which was elaborated and proposed in May 2009 and became a reason for a very heated debate in
Europe. The United Kingdom opposed the idea for having EU bodies with binding powers1, but the idea was
endorsed by France2. Nevertheless in June 2009 and the idea for European financial supervision was indorsed by
the European Council the proposal for “European financial supervision” COM (2009) 252 was revised and
reintroduced by the Commission and became known as the “Financial supervisory package” comprising of six
proposals aimed at reforming and augmenting the existing European supervisory framework by creating new
bodies and reforming existing ones on Union level that will have the task of keeping the European financial and
banking system sable and will be able to influence the financial and budgetary policies of the Member States. The
key issue with that is how exactly this influence should be exerted, what status they should have, should they or
some of them be part of the European Central Bank (ECB) or a separate EU agencies. Other issue is their
relations and coordination with the national authorities that are charged with the same tasks.
The six proposals are: COM (2009) 499 “Community macro prudential oversight of the financial system
and establishing a European Systemic Risk Board”; COM (2009) 500 “Entrusting the European Central Bank with
specific tasks concerning the functioning of the European Systemic Risk Board”; COM (2009) 501 “Establishing a
European Banking Authority”; COM (2009) 502 “Establishing a European Insurance and Occupational Pensions
Authority”; COM (2009) 503 “Establishing a European Securities and Markets Authority” and COM (2009) 576
“Amending Directives 1998/26/EC, 2002/87/EC, 2003/6/EC, 2003/41/EC, 2003/71/EC,2004/39/EC, 2004/109/EC,
2005/60/EC, 2006/48/EC, 2006/49/EC, and 2009/65/EC in respect of the powers of the European Banking
Authority, the European Insurance and Occupational Pensions Authority and the European Securities and
Markets Authority”. The proposed new bodies are designed in such a way that they will exercise supervisory
powers both on macro and micro economical levels, and based on that they can be called macro and micro
supervisory bodies.
The Resolution is on the next page
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EP

Sofia International Model United Nations

EUROPEAN
PARLIAMENT
(EP)

Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

Committee on
Economic and
Monetary Affairs

Sponsors: [Sweden (ALDE),
UK( ECR), , Finland
(Greens)]
Signatories: [Poland (EPP),
Netherlands (ALDE), Italy
(EPP), Latvia (EPP)]
[SF/E3/EP/D1.1]

Agenda item
[Topic A. Financial and economic crisis:
financial supervisory package]

2014

2009
RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/EP/D1.1]
1

The European Parliament - Committee of Economic and Monetary Affairs,

2
3

-having regard to the Spring European Council of 25 March 2010,

4
5
6

-having regard to the public consultation on EU 2020 launched by the Commission and its outcome
(SEC (2010)116),

7
8

-having regard to (COM (2009) 252),

9
10
11

-having regard to (COM(2009) 499, COM (2009) 500, COM (2009) 501, COM (2009) 502, COM
(2009) 503 and COM (2009) 576),

12
13

-having regard to Rule 110(2) of its Rules of Procedure,

14
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General Considerations

16
17
18
19
20
21
22

1.
Points out that the current financial crises in certain Member States would not have
occurred if an appropriate financial supervisory architecture would have been in place,
2.
Stresses the need for a greater transparency in the financial sector is needed in order to
prevent future financial crises,
3.
Recognizes the fact that nationally based supervisory models lag behind the interconnected
reality of today’s European markets,

23
24

Macroprudential Financial Supervision

25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

4. Advises that the General Board of ESRB (66 members, 33 voting members of which 29 central
bankers): 2 ECB, 27 national central banks, 1 European Commissioner, 3 ESA-Chairs 27 national
supervisors of the competent national supervisory authorities depending on the item discussed
(non-voting) 1 Council-Economic and Financial Committee President (non-voting), 5 independent
financial experts (non-voting). The financial experts should be appointed by the Commission for
four years on the basis of a transparent application process. They should meet at least four times a
year;

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44

5. Advises that he ESA Board of Supervisors (37 members): Chair, 27 national supervisors, 1
Commission, 1 ESRB, 1 of each ESA, 5 independent financial experts; deciding with either
Qualified Majority voting or simple majority;
6. Stresses that the European Commission is responsible to react to the advice of the ESRB and
take legal action. In case of an urgent financial emergency (based on advice by ESRB) it is
necessary that the supervisory institutions report directly to the European Council because the
regular European legal procedure would prove to slow. In case of emergency, prime ministers can
address their national parliaments and introduce immediate actions, which will be coordinated
among each other;
7. Recalls that the ESRB will be financed by the European Central Bank (ECB) funds in the
framework of the existing institutions of the European Union;

45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58

8. Obliges the ESRB to increase transparency of the European banking system by granting the
ESRB the competencies to request relevant information and documents from European banks. On
the base of that, the ESRB is responsible to conduct stress tests of European banks in corporation
with the ECB every six months;
9. Advises that the ESRB should be responsible to warn the Commission in case a financial
institution is on the edge of failing, engaging in risky financial transactions or ignoring the ESRB’s
request for information. On the base of the ESRB’s advise the European Commission will be
responsible to impose warnings and fines on financial institutions not complying to the guidelines
stressed by the ESRB.
10. Recommends that the first two warnings should be issued but not publicly disclosed. In case of
further violation of the ESRB’s guidelines a third warning should be issued and announced to the
public.
11. Recommends that the fines and time periods in which the warnings are issued shall be agreed
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60
61
62
63
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upon in the next meeting
12. Calls upon the Member States to ensure access to documents and confidential information in
case of financial turbulences;
13. Recommends that the ESRB reports on a regular basis to the Commission and to the European
Parliament.

64
65
66

Microprudential Financial Supervision

67
68
69

14. Demands that the three proposed microeconomic authorities be merged and located in one city
in order to avoid extra costs, ineffective coordination and blind spots;

70
71
72

15. Requests the creation of a firm rule book. The single rule book will contain guidelines which
have to be followed by national authorities;

73
74
75

16. Demands monthly report on financial cross- border or national transfers, exceeding a limit
which is yet to be determined;

76
77
78

17. Decides to conduct further discussion of microprudential supervision at the next scheduled
meeting.

79
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Topic B. Europe 2020
Summary
After the Lisbon Strategy, Europe 2020 is a new economic growth strategy. At the moment, Europe is
recovering the worst financial and economic crisis. It annulled years of progress, leaving very little intact. About 7
million workers lost their jobs pushing the number of unemployed up to 23 million. The number of house
repossessions increased as many were unable to service mortgages. Many businesses went bankrupt. Banks
around the world had to be bailed out by governments. In 2010 public deficits hit 7% of the GDP and debt levels
increased to over 80%. In the beginning of this century, progress was more than visible. GDP per capita increased
by 13.5% and unemployment fell to 7%.
The crisis made both, weaknesses and strengths of the European approach clearly notable. European
economies are highly interdependent. It can be utilized to the benefit of the European economy and represent an
advantage. However, if this feature is not utilized in a proper manner, it can be a destructive power. Moreover,
there are pre-crisis challenges which are now even more pressing: globalization, ageing of the working population,
problems with respect to energy and resources. Collective action was needed to save the financial system and
demand boost had to be done by public intervention. Now it is time to create a new generation of public policies in
newly occurred circumstances.
The objective is to create a new sustainable social market economy that is smarter and greener with
emphasis on innovation and better use of resources for the purpose of creating sustainable growth and new jobs
that were lost due to the crisis. Otherwise Europe may find itself in a long period of low growth. That is why this
new strategy puts people and responsibility in the focus along with the effort to create new sources of growth to
create jobs. The strategy also recognizes the fact that globalization and interdependence can be seen as an
advantage. Thus, the external dimension of the strategy is a very important part of it, emphasizing that the EU
needs to be more active in international fora. Finally, the strategy is to be implemented through a partnership on
all levels applying the multi-layer governance (supranational, national and regional).

The Resolution is on the next page
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EP

Sofia International Model United Nations

EUROPEAN
PARLIAMENT
(EP)
Second session:
July 24-31, 2010

Committee on
Economic and
Monetary Affairs

Sponsors: [Sweden (ALDE),
UK (ECR), Finland
(Greens), Netherlands
(ALDE)]
Signatories: [Poland (EPP),
Italy (EPP), Latvia (EPP),
Germany (Greens), Czech
Republic (EPP), Slovakia
(S&D), Estonia (EPP), Malta
(EPP), The Commissioner]
[SF/E3/EP/D2.1]

Agenda item
[Topic B. Europe 2020]

2014

2009
RESOLUTION
[SF/E3/EP/D2.1]
1

The European Parliament - Committee of Economic and Monetary Affairs,

2
3

-having regard to the proposal of Europe 2020,

4
5
6

-having regard to the Spring European Council and the conclusions of the European Council
EUCO 7/10 of 25 March 2010,

7
8
9

-having regard to the public consultation on EU 2020 launched by the Commission and its outcome
(SEC (2010)114 and SEC(2010)116),

10
11

-having regard to the Communication of the Commission (COM (2009) 647),

12
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-having regard to Rule 110(2) of its Rule of Procedure,

14
15

A.General Statements

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

1. Points out that the Europe 2020 strategy must prioritize economic growth and the creation of
jobs, whereas the drop in GDP, decreasing industrial production and the rising level of
unemployment represent a social and economic challenge.
2. Recognizes Europe 2020 as the main driver for change in the EU addressing the issues of the
globalisation and that the strategy must pave the way for Europe’s leading role as an area of
economic growth, social welfare, leadership in technology and innovation and prosperity.
3. Recognizes the need for Member States to increase their economic performance by
introducing structural reforms in order to decrease bureaucracy, increase the awareness of
citizens, encourages entrepreneurship and innovation.
4. Stresses upon the fact that the high standards set by the strategy are only achievable through
solidarity. Thus, Member States must share their experiences, best practises and support to
one another.
5. Recommends abandoning of the open method of coordination in the field of economic
policy.
6. Stresses that Member States in close cooperation with the European Commission should draft
national action plans for implementing the Europe 2020 strategy.

35
36
37
38
39
40
41

7. States that the European Commission shall have key role in implementing and monitoring the
process of reaching the aims expressed in the Europe 2020 strategy.
8. Asks the European Commission to send reports regarding the implementation of the strategy
to the Parliament twice a year.

42
43
44
45

9. Reminds Member States that the national budgets should be fully in line with the goals of
Europe 2020 and asks that the objectives of this strategy are reflected in the public budgets on
all levels of governance.

46
47

B. Intelligent growth

48
49

I.Innovation

50
51
52

10. Encourages further investing in research and development of new innovative recycling
technologies and energy saving measures by the public and the private sector

53
54

II. Education

55
56

11. Recognizes that educational programs should be improved significantly, while university‐ 80 ‐
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business partnerships, efficient apprenticeship schemes, career development loans and investment
in training by employers should be promoted.

59

III. Digital society

60
61
62
63

12. Recommends the extension of high-speed Internet in order grant equal access to all citizens in
the European Union.

64
65
66

13. Stresses the fact that equal Internet access in the European Union will enable to reap the
benefits derived from the digital single market for households and firms.

67

C. Inclusive growth

68
69
70
71
72

I. Employment
13. Believes that a main focus of the Europe2020 strategy should be the decrease of
unemployment.

73
74
75
76

14. Considers that special attention has to be given to tackling youth unemployment, creating
conditions and incentives for older workers to remain on the labour market and integrating
immigrants and other vulnerable groups.

77

II. Skills

78
79
80
81

15. Stresses that educational programs should better prepare young people for the labour market
and business-university cooperation is just one way forward.

82
83
84
85

16. Stresses the importance of further investing in Life Long Learning Programs as a tool for
improving the skills of workers and contribute to decreasing unemployment.

86
87
88
89

17. Emphasizes that high employment and job quality are central objectives in the framework of
Europe 2020 and in order to achieve these goals we call for the creation of specific indicators and
national targets of social inclusion and job quality.

90

III. Combating poverty

91
92
93
94
95

18. Takes note that social inclusion is one of the main issues to be addressed, therefore efforts by
Member States should be directed towards reducing poverty as well as inequality to a minimum
until 2020 by enhancing economic growth while respecting the principles stated in the strategy.

96

D. Sustainable growth

97
98

.

99
100

I. Green economy
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19. Stresses the need for further investment in renewable energies and energy saving measures in
order to establish energy security for the future in the whole EU and further develop the European
Union’s leading role in this area in the world,

104
105
106
107

20. Urges all Member States and the European Union institutions to do the utmost in order to create
a competitive, connected and greener economy that enables us to use green technology for growth
and job-creation

108
109
110
111

21. Proposes increase of tax exemptions for firms that employ renewable energy sources and
increases in taxes for firms which will not respect the imposed environmental standards for a given
transition period to be determined.

112
113
114

22. States that the energy market across the EU should be fully liberalised to allow energy to flow
freely by facilitating the construction of necessary interconnectors.

115
116

II. Sustainability (energy, R&D)

117
118
119

23. Recognizes that innovation and research should be the base for maintaining and improving
Europe’s position on the global markets

120
121
122

24. Draws the attention that within the Europe 2020 an emphasis must be put on developing the
economy as sustainable as possible.

123
124
125
126

25. Supports financing programs which issue loans and credits with favorable interest rates to firms
engaged in R&D activities, related to the development of green technology and infrastructure for
renewable energy sources.

127
128

III.Competitive growth

129
130
131
132
133
134

26. Believes that the essential role of dynamic entrepreneurial culture and a self-employment
environment should be promoted by the Commission and national governments through National
Action Plans in accordance with the europe 2020 strategy to give rise to free enterprise, free and
fair trade and competition and to create sound economic conditions for small businesses, which
create the majority of new jobs.

135
136
137

27. Recommends that Member States should promote specialized businesses producing high
quality products.

138
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