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Letter from the Chair 
 

Hey delegates! 

My name is Arthur Ji, and I’m delighted to be serving as your chair for 
HAMUN 46’s DISEC committee. I am a current freshman student at the 
University of Texas at Austin, part of the Honors Computer Science and 
Business program, and hoping to add on a major in finance. I am originally 
from California, so it has been exciting here in Texas so far. I am very 
excited to be chairing this committee! 

As you know, this year, HAMUN will be running virtually. There is no doubt 
that, for some of you, this is your very first time on a digital conference. 
Some of the tech might feel unfamiliar and debating online will not feel 
the same. But I hope to see you take on the challenge head-on and show 
you ability to adapt to a changing landscape. See this as a chance to 
become a leader during chaotic times. 

As both a former delegate and chair, I love a good debate. DISEC is an especially awesome committee 
because the world of international security and conflict has no clear right or wrong. The mission of every 
nation above all is to first to protect its citizens and second to protect their citizens’ interests. Our two 
topics on foreign military intervention and biological weapons are especially unique topics that cannot 
be answered without nuance. 

I strongly encourage every delegate to step outside of your own political stance and adapt to your 
country’s perspective. The world of international security is full of varying ideas that may not feel 
familiar in our American landscape. The best diplomat is one who can see the world through a million 
viewpoints yet still navigate towards compromise and achieving their goals. For newer delegates, I also 
have a few words of advice. Take every opportunity to raise your hand to speak and jump into a 
conversation during unmods. Make speeches that push the committee towards new ideas. It’ll be nerve-
wracking at first, but only by taking the risk will you build your skillset. Have that little spark of 
competitiveness to push yourself into the limelight. 

Good luck, and I look forward to seeing you in committee! 

Best Regards, 

Arthur Ji 
HAMUN 46 – Disarmament and International Security Committee Chair 

P.S. You can contact me at ji.arthur@utexas.edu  

mailto:ji.arthur@utexas.edu
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 About DISEC 
  

What is DISEC? 
The United Nations General Assembly First Committee, also known as the Disarmament and 
International Security Committee (DISEC), is one of six major committees that serve the General 
Assembly, or GA. Each committee focuses on a different topic area. While countries are in some 
or all specialized committees, such as UNHRC or WIPO, every nation in the UN has their place in 
DISEC and all GA committees. 

As can be guessed from its name, the Disarmament and International Security Committee 
focuses on issues of international security with aims to peacefully setting military and 
diplomatic conflicts across the globe. Topics that it has discussed include denuclearization, 
illegal trade and sales of arms, and space militarization. It has also had broadened debate to 
sometimes include the impact of climate and non-communicable diseases. 

To achieve this goal, DISEC encourages open debate during its sessions. It also works with other 
organizations, such as the Geneva-based Conference on Disarmament and the United Nations 
Disarmament Commission.  

A Brief History 

Until the later 1970’s, the current First and Fourth (Special Political and Decolonization, or 
SPECPOL) committees were one committee know as the Political and Security Committee 
(POLISEC), while the Fourth committee only handled issues of decolonization. When the issue 
of decolonization settled due to most territories gaining sovereignty, the Fourth committee 
become SPECPOL, and the current DISEC committee was formed. 

DISEC has had many historical moments. Notably, the first-ever successfully passed UN 
resolution, “Establishment of a Commission to Deal with the Problems Raised by the Discovery 
of Atomic Energy”, came from the DISEC session from 1946. Since then, DISEC has been home 
to tons of critical debates on keeping the nations of the world safe and secure. 
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Topic A: Foreign military intervention in internal conflicts 
  

Topic Overview 
Ever since the idea of a centralized government has existed, armies and militaries have existed. 
As a result, since their creation, militaries have been used to exert influence and enforce the 
interests of nations on one another. As times have changed, however, military intervention has 
become more and more a tool to get involved in the issues of neighbors rather than directly 
declaring a war outright. 

Internal conflicts have often become targets of foreign nations and their militaries either 
because they want to take advantage of the chaos to secure benefits or must protect their own 
existing interests where the conflict is taking place. 

Yet, as military intervention comes under increasing scrutiny, it is important to think about the 
consequences of these operations. If one nation seeks to exploits another’s conflict, what is 
there to stop them? What happens if the intervention occurs to promote “good” principles like 
democracy, with the meaning of “good” being difficult and subjective? Finally, if no one 
intervenes in fear of retaliation, who is to blame when atrocities happen because of these 
internal conflicts? There can be a million reasons for justifying both intervening and not 
intervening. The question is if one outweighs another.  

It is also important to define the issue of humanitarian intervention. Humanitarian intervention 
is the use of military force to intervene on a domestic human rights violation occurring on 
within a given nation. While these interventions are not to achieve some political interest of a 
given nation, they are meant to achieve humanitarian efforts and protect endangered members 
of the civilian population. This is a controversial area, as the same intervention could be used 
for securing interests while using civilian protection as an excuse for intervention. 

 

Figure 1. Political comic describing bombing in Yugoslavia by NATO. When is "humanitarian intervention" appropriate, and when 
is it done just a pretext for political gain? 
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A major question that comes from interventions that are often considered as an afterthought is 
what happens after an intervention. If the intervention is to protect citizens, how do you 
maintain a stable peace after intervening? Leaving power vacuums can lead to regimes that 
could be more dangerous than the ones they replaced. This is not to mention the tons of 
Internally Displaced People that can come because of interventions. This critical question must 
be asked when either deciding to intervene or not, or in trying to fix the issues of an 
intervention that had already occurred. 

History 
From the earliest known times of civilization, wars have been wages all over the world. Conflicts 
over land and resources have constantly been present. However, with the rise of increasingly 
advanced forms of diplomacy, military intervention, and state-sanctioned operations, the issue 
of foreign intervention has become more and more of an issue on the global stage. 

Prior to the modern age, various military interventions were occurring all over the world. Due 
to colonialism reaching an all-time high as the mainstream way to maximize national strength, 
nations such as the British, French, and Spanish empires were involving themselves in the 
conflict and tensions existing within various separate territories. Taking advantage of the 
conflict, these nations would swoop in to dominate the fractured region and amass control over 
these regions. 

Even outside of direct colonialism, nations would often intervene to protect their interests. 
Historical examples during time include the putdown of the Boxer Rebellion. The Qing Empire in 
China was in a weakened state, as the Opium War had shattered its previous dominance. When  

However, our main interest is in the conflicts that formed the standards of the modern era. 
While these past examples are interesting to examine for lessons to learn, the revolutions in 
diplomacy has changed the way the world views intervention and military activity.  

The Cold War Era 

The Cold War saw the rise of two major powers – the United States and the Soviet Union. While 
the war remained without direct military attacks between the two major powers, the battle for 
soft power and powerful alliances was on. With the Truman Doctrine in the United States, the 
American government solidified their diplomatic policy of containment: intervening in different 
regimes around the globe to stop a domino effect of communist states rising. 

This resulted in a series of “proxy wars” which involved both parties and their respective allies 
on foreign soil. While no direct conflict ever occurred on either Soviet or American soil during 
the Cold War, both sides readily deployed forces and resources during conflicts that involved 
conflicts of interests between the two sides in other nations. 

The Korean War – An International Battle on a Single Peninsula 
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The Korean War, the first of many interventionist wars in this era, set the scene of future 
conflicts between the two powers and their allies. The end of World War II had left the Korean 
peninsula divided as two separate powers: the north, administered by the Soviet Union; the 
south, backed by the United States. Tensions rose as each claimed legitimate control over the 
whole peninsula. 

The tension finally snapped when North Korean troops marched across the border in a surprise 
invasion. The forces quickly pushed all the way down the peninsula, almost completely 
overtaking the South. The United Nations condemned the invasion, and initiated forces to push 
back. This military intervention primarily consisted of American and allied forces, and the action 
taken by the UN that pushed the involvement was passed without approval of either the USSR 
or China. These combined United Nations forces pushed the Northern troops back to almost 
overtake the full peninsula. However, a later intervention by China, forced the United Nations 
Command to withdraw troops. Later parts of the war consisted mostly of back-and-forth pushes 
between the two sides, losing and reclaiming the territories, until this perpetual stalemate was 
ended with an armistice that formally drew a border at the 38th parallel. 

 

Figure 2. Alliance troops, including those from the UN Security Council, in the Korean War. 

While the Korean War was not as long nor as legendary as its later cousin, the Vietnam War, it 
was a demonstration of a multitude of military interventions in the modern era. This conflicted 
involved tons of nations from across the world despite only being on Korean soil, the first of its 
kind in the modern era. This was also a war that did not aim to capture land or resources for 
the intervening nations, as were often the case in the past, but to protect political and influence 
interests in the region. Notably, this war also included an interesting role for the United Nations 
as a potential military force to protect the interest of member nations. 

Intervention in the Post-Cold War World 

Since the start and completion of the Soviet Union’s collapse, several different military 
interventions have occurred around the globe. Many came from the United States, as they 
become the global hegemonic power of the era. Its various interventions have been both 



6 
 

praised and criticized. Here is several interventions the global superpower has engaged in over 
the years: 

1. The Gulf War 
2. The Afghanistan War  
3. The Iraq War 
4. Intervention of Haiti after 2015 coup 
5. Intervention in the Syrian crisis 

Yet, as interventions on the issue of communism versus capitalism have subsided, interventions 
on political ideology and interests have grown. Notably, interventions are popping up from 
various regional powers. Saudi Arabia has been criticized for operations in Yemen, while China 
has intervened 

Role of Non-UN International Organizations 

Non-United Nations international bodies and associations have also had military involvements 
in countries within their member states and foreign nations. Notably, NATO has had various 
operations, including the two different interventions in the Baltic region. First of these two 
interventions was the bombing of Bosnia and Herzegovina in 1995, which was done by the 
request and authorization of the UN Security Council. As mentioned before, this was widely 
viewed as a major success. However, its later second intervention in the region with the 
intervention during the Kosovo world was without UN discretion and raised alarms over the 
legitimacy of its powers on military intervention.  

The Gulf Cooperation Council (GCC) serves as the regional body coordinating efforts in the 
Middle Eastern region. Nations such as Saudi Arabia, Bahrain, and Kuwait sit on the council. The 
council has intervened several times – sometimes on behalf of member states, other times as 
disciplinary actions towards others. The military arm of the body, the Peninsula Shield Force, 
was formed to protect the peninsula and its interests from potential aggression. For example, 
during the Arab Spring protests, the GCC was called in to subdue anti-monarchy protests that 
spilled into the streets in Bahrain. For this reason, the GCC’s intervention efforts has been 
criticized as a coordinated means to maintain control in the region by anti-democratic 
government. 

Figure 3. NATO (left) and GCC (right) are both non-UN bodies that have intervened 
militarily in the past. 
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While these two regional coalitions are just two examples of coordinated intervention efforts, 
there is no doubt other bodies have played roles in interventions. 

Past United Nations Actions 

Historical Role of the United Nations 

Interestingly, the United Nations has had played both active and passive roles in both 
intervening in conflicts and dealing with the interventions by other nations in others’ internal 
conflicts. 

In terms of direct intervention, the United Nations previously had military resources during the 
Korean War. Ever since then, military personnel of the United Nations have mostly been 
reserved to the Security Council’s peacekeepers. These forces have been deployed several 
times. However, a critical problem with the UN’s own peacekeepers is they are effectively 
sitting ducks unless fired upon. 

Historically, these troops have been used to mixed results. During the Yugolav wars, the United 
Nations Protection Force, the very first United Nations peacekeeping force in Croatia and 
Bosnia, was set up in 1992. This force was later replaced with the United Nations Preventive 
Deployment Force in 1995 in collaboration with other forces to help stabilize the situation. This 
operation has widely been viewed as a major success of UN invention to prevent civilian harm. 

The United Nations has also depending on member states and other organizations to step in. 
For example, during the Bosnian Wars of 1995, the United Nations also requested the help of 
NATO.  

United Nations Resolutions 

The UN charter holds several articles on the use of force by member states. Article 2(3) states 
“All Members shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means in such a manner that 
international peace and security, and justice, are not endangered.” Article 2(4) states “All 
Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of force against the 
territorial integrity or political independence of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent 
with the Purposes of the United Nations.” 

Many resolutions in the past have been passed by the UN General Assembly and Security 
Council alike to initiate various interventions by the UN itself. UNSC Resolution 1973 had 
initiated the intervention in Libya following the collapse of the Gaddafi regime. Use of said force 
is forged into the UN charter as Article 39, which states “The Security Council shall determine 
the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression and shall 
make recommendations, or decide what measures shall be taken in accordance with Articles 41 
and 42, to maintain or restore international peace and security.” 
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United Nations Security Council Resolution 1386 was passed unanimously in 2001 in reaction to 
the events in Afghanistan. The resolution created the International Security Assistance Force, a 
NATO-led force to help stabilize the situation in Afghanistan and help rebuild its government. 

United Nations Security Council Resolution 678 demanded that Iraq withdraw its forces 
unconditionally from Kuwait to the positions in which they were located on the day before the 
invasion of Kuwait and thus the Gulf War. 

These are just a few examples of major resolutions that have been passed in response to 
foreign military interventions. 

Historical Case Examples 

History is littered with “successful” and “failed” attempts at intervention and unfortunate 
results coming from inaction. Of course, these terms are subjective, depending on who’s 
viewpoint the event was viewed from. To give you an idea of some cases of intervention or lack 
thereof, let us example some cases from the recent decades. For each example, brief details 
about the event itself will be given. However, the focus of each is to emphasize the 
international response to said events. Feel free to research more to learn the specific details of 
each event if you feel the need to do so. 

Case Example #1: Arab Spring and the Yemeni Conflict 

The modern-day Yemeni conflict has been raging on ever since 2011. Part it of comes because 
of Arab Spring revolts that spread across the region in 2011. 

The Yemeni crisis finds its origins in the Arab Spring revolt - a reaction to the rising tensions in 
the Middle East and Northern Africa region (MENA) between the population and governments. 
Discontent over issues of government corruption and authoritarianism. The powder keg of 
distrust was ignited by the abusive treatment by government officials and later self-immolation 
of a Tunisian man, riots and protests exploded across the region, appearing in nations from 
Bahrain to Egypt.  

Many of these revolts called for changes to more democratic forms of government. 
Unfortunately, many of these revolts were put down, often with regional and international 
military intervention. 

In Libya, the unrest led the toppling of the Gaddafi regime, in part due to an UN-sanctioned 
military intervention through Security Council Resolution 1973. The Bahraini government 
requested intervention by the GCC. 

Arab Spring result in a destabilization in the region. Various civil wars result from the fallout: 
the Syrian, Libyan, Iraqi, and Yemeni civil wars came about from the unrest. Egypt faced a crisis, 
then a subsequent coup as the nation struggled to stabilize. 
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Figure 4. Ali Abdullah Saleh, former president of Yemen. 

In Yemen, the unrest ended the reign of then-president Ali Abdullah Saleh. Several failed 
attempts to transfer power peacefully led to political unrest. In 2014-2015, the Houthi 
movement, an Islamist political movement, seized control of the government. Soon after, the 
Saudi Arabian government led a military intervention, sending in waves of troops and fighter 
jets to reinstate the previous pro-Saudi government. Since 2015, the Houthi have continued to 
maintain control of northern Yemen. The intervention has been criticized on the international 
stage – the prime example often being the drone strikes on civilians and rebels alike. Yet few 
actions have been truly taken by either international bodies or foreign nations to discipline 
Saudi Arabia or help stabilize the situation in Yemen. 

Case Example #2: The Rwandan Genocide (Apr. – Jul. 1994) 

Next, let us go over a case of a failed intervention attempt that costed many lives. 

The Rwandan Genocide was a terrible event that resulted in the mass slaughter of the Tutsi 
people located in Rwanda. In summary, Rwanda was a nation of two main ethnicities – the Tutsi 
minority, and the Hutu majority. Discontent in the Hutu community spread, with Tutsis 
despised for holding many prominent roles despite their minority population.  

Calls for a revolution focused on “Hutu Power” surged, pushed by many prominent individuals 
in Rwandan society. Earlier, resentment had already brewed – after the takeover of the 
government by the Hutu, mass mistreatment and attacks lead to many Tutsis to flee the 
country and a creation of an authoritarian state. These exiles created the Rwandan Patriotic 
Front (RPF), which then invaded in the early 1990’s, starting the Rwandan Civil War. 

The civil war was originally supposed to end with the Arusha Accords of 1994, to be signed by 
then-president Juvénal Habyarimana. But the final straw came with the assassination of then-
president Habyarimana. Hutu extremists took over the prominent government-sponsored 
Radio Rwanda station, and urged creations of death squads to commit mass murder of the Tutsi 
population, as well as any Hutu sympathizers. The result was gruesome – hundreds of 
thousands were murdered, with numbers being revised higher and higher as time as passed. 
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Figure 5. Tens of thousands of Rwandan refugees who were forced by the Tanzanian authorities to return to their country 
despite fears they will be killed upon their return stream back towards the Rwandan border on a road in Tanzania 

The United Nations had tried half-heartedly to help get involved, but earlier failures in Somalia 
to stop similar unrest had the organization unsure of fully pursuing peace operations in Africa. 
It did create the United Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR), but the mission 
quickly found itself underfunded and understaffed, especially after withdrawal of Belgian 
support. Nearly everyone on the Security Council planned to withdraw the mission completely, 
but New Zealand lobbied against this. However, the damage had already been done – UNAMIR 
was effectively crippled from being able to prevent atrocities. Eventually, the UN did issue more 
troops, creating UNAMIR II, but it was too little too late, as they arrived after the Genocide had 
taken place. These new troops also had little authority to actively intervene. 

Foreign nations themselves failed to perform much action either. Belgium, who has strong 
colonial ties to the central African region, had previously served as the “peacekeepers” of 
Africa. Initially, they lobbied the United Nations to get more involved in the region. However, 
after the murder of several Belgian Peacekeepers stationed in Rwanda, public opinion soured 
and calls to bring the troops home echoed across the nation. With no political will, Belgium 
chose not to involve itself any further. 

The United States has often been criticized for its impact on the inaction on the Rwandan 
Genocide. With the recent collapse of the Soviet Union, any effort on the international stage 
essentially needed support of the new sole superpower. Yet political will again was the problem 
at hand. President Clinton, whose approval was on the decline, decided that the united states 
must “stop placing the agenda of the UN before the interests of the US”. The president’s office 
issued the Presidential Decision Directive 25, which listed various criteria for the United States 
to get involved in future UN peacekeeping operations. Unfortunately, the crisis in Rwanda did 
not meet these requirements. 

Overall, there was a sense of “Somali syndrome”, a term used to describe a similar pattern of 
events to the earlier Somalian crisis. While nations and bodies initially tried to help, the first 
sparks of failure caused many to quickly withdraw all humanitarian support, leaving room for 



11 
 

crimes against humanity. This, mixed with a lack of political capital of leadership in foreign 
nations, led to little action taken on the world stage. Perhaps this is a lesson that must be 
observed for future interventions that aim to protect the safety of civilians. 

Questions to Consider 
Here are some questions to potentially think about as you do your research and formulate your 
country’s position on this topic. You do not need to address them all in your paper, if any at all. 
These are just some starting points for debate in committee and your own position and agenda: 

1. When should military intervention be allowed? What should be the standards for 
justifications which make military intervention reasonable?  

2. Should there be consequences for unilateral interventions initiated by a nation? How 
about interventions by blocs or groups of nations (NATO, GCC, UN Security Council)? 
What would they be? 

3. What is the role of the international community and its organizations in dealing with 
military interventions? What role does the UN have, and who has the say over if the UN 
should deploy its own personnel to intervene? 

4. How can we balance international involvement with the right of national sovereignty? 
5. What should be the limits of what any given nation can do if they choose to militarily 

intervene in a separate nation? 
6. What should be done, and who gets to call the shots on how to stabilize a region after 

an intervention? What role could the UN play in this process, if any? 

Chair’s Notes 

Just a few last words from the chair on this topic. The topic for this debate is not intended to 
directly address current ongoing military interventions around the world. While these are valid 
issues to bring up in observation of the topic, our current goal is not to solve these specific 
issues, but to consider the issue of military intervention. I encourage for you to look at how 
your country has militarily intervened in the past as a starting point!  
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