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Welcome Letter from the Secretary-General 
 
Dear prospective Delegates and honorable members of the Secretariat, 
 
It is my sincere honor and pleasure to welcome you to the first edition of Alma Model United Nations 
2016 powered by UNLab, taking place during October 26th - 29th in Bologna, Italy. Organizing a 
MUN at the University of Bologna is particularly meaningful for various reasons. Our Alma Mater 
Studiorum established in 1088 is the most ancient university of the Western world and, on a more 
personal level, the conference will mark the achievement of the principal aim for which, as first year 
students, we decided to create AlmaMUN Society. That is to enable the flourishing of the MUN 
community in Italy and to share the values and the work of the United Nations among young students. 
For this first edition, we will gather around 150 passionate young people, both university and high 
school students, simulating four principal organs of the UN, in particular: the United Nations Security 
Council (UNSC), the International Court of Justice (ICJ), the Economic and Social Council 
(ECOSOC) at university level and the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA) at high school 
level.  
Our objective for the MUN conference is that participants realize how important cooperation is in 
such an interconnected world and that the UN is the only international forum where the most pressing 
issues of the international community can be discussed involving all relevant actors. Besides, we want 
to go further in making you, delegates, reflect on how youth can be part of the solution to international 
issues given the many new ways for involving young people in the decision-making process at all 
levels. For these reasons, this year’s general topic is “Youth Reshaping Institutions: new rights for 
global challenges”. Such topic is unprecedented because you will not only explore international issues 
wearing the shoes of diplomats and looking at the new emerging rights, but you are asked to explore 
how youth can be more involved in decision making processes in order to reshape public institutions 
and organizations. Hence, we encourage you to see yourself not only as stakeholders to consult, but 
to engage in your role as of drivers of change. 
We are looking forward to seeing you at work during the conference. 
I send to you my kindest regards, 
 
 
 
 

 
        Giuseppina De Marco 

Secretary-General AlmaMUN 2016 
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Letter from the Chairs 
 
Dear Delegates, 
 
It is our utmost pleasure to congratulate all of you and to warmly welcome you as participants in the 
United Nations Security Council (UNSC) at Alma MUN 2016. 
The topics we will be discussing throughout the Committee Sessions are of high importance in today’s 
international politics. They are two of the most contentious issues in contemporary security politics 
and have been taken into serious account by all international state and non-state actors. 
To lead this Committee there is us, your chairs. May we introduce ourselves! 

 
My name is Simón Yantani, I’m a senior International Relations and 
Philosophy student at the Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile. 
Currently, I’m on exchange at the University of Glasgow’s School of 
Social and Political Sciences. 
This is my first time chairing a Committee. Nonetheless, I come with the 
highest enthusiasm and expectations that this will be a great opportunity 
to learn and grow both personally and professionally, and I sincerely hope 
this is the case for all of you as well.  
 
My name is Philipp Zieten, I am a bachelor student for economics and 
history at Humboldt University of Berlin. 
This is my sixth chairing at an MUN. Besides 
MUNs I play as Linebacker at Berlin Adler. I 

also help at a refugee center, where I manly teach them German. 
I am really looking forward to meet you all in the beautiful city of 
Bologna. 
 
To make the most of the upcoming conference we would like to make 
some remarks. We would like you to thoroughly study the preparation 
paper we will provide. This study guide will be designed to give you a 
broad perspective on both topics. However, they are not exhaustive. 
Further sources of information should be consulted. 
Please go through the rules of procedure as they will be the official rules applied at AlmaMUN. 
If you have any questions, do not hesitate to ask us. 
Best regards and we look forward to see you in Bologna, 
 

Simón Yantani & Philipp Zieten 
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Introduction to the Committee: UNSC within the 
United Nations 
 
The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) is one of the six main organs of the UN body. As stated 
in the UN Charter, Chapter V, its main objective is the maintenance of international peace and 
security. The UN describes the SC as follows: 
  

“The Security Council takes the lead in determining the existence of a threat to the peace or act of 
aggression. It calls upon the parties to a dispute to settle it by peaceful means and recommends methods 
of adjustment or terms of settlement. In some cases, the Security Council can resort to imposing sanctions 
or even authorize the use of force to maintain or restore international peace and security”. [1] 

  
The UNSC is entitled to establish peacekeeping operations, international sanctions and authorize 
international military action. Like other UN bodies, it produces resolutions, however it is the only 
one with the authority to pass binding documents. 
Moreover, it consists of 15 member states. Five of them are permanent: The United States of America, 
the United Kingdom, the Republic of France, the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of 
China. These members hold a veto power, meaning their disapproval of a resolution automatically 
declares it void, even if it has been approved with the necessary majority. However, the “power of 
veto” cannot be used to prevent the committee from discussing an issue, and so it cannot be used to 
prevent the discussion of a topic affecting one of the permanent members directly either. The other 
10 members are chosen for a two-year period by the General Assembly. Five of them are changed every 
1st of January. Non-permanent members represent the various geopolitical regions: Africa, Asia-
Pacific, Eastern Europe, Latin American and Caribbean, Western Europe and Others. 

 
Topic A: Countering violent extremism and its social 
media outreach 

Introduction to the topic 
Extremism has a huge variety of facets. As an instance, it is possible to talk about Christian extremism 
(Christian Identity, The Call, Mission Freedom), left-wing radicalism (Black bloc, Informal Anarchist 
Federation) and many other forms of extremism in relation to almost any kind of belief. For the 
purpose of this study guide, the focus will be on Islamic extremism and the threat to international 
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peace and security as well as the danger of right-wing radicalism, which often derives from the 
former. 
 
First, it is important to stress that, extremism is not equal to terrorism. Extremism means literally: 
driving (something) to the limit, to the extreme or the quality or state of being extreme, advocacy of 
extreme measures or views. Nowadays, the term is mostly used in a political and religious sense. An 
ideology is considered as extreme, when it is far outside of the acceptable mainstream attitudes of a 
society [2]. Terrorism is, in its broadest sense, the threat to use of violence mainly against non-
combatants and civilians in order to achieve a political, religious or ideological aim [3]. Hence, it is 
possible to conclude that it is not accurate to say that all extremists are also terrorists, however almost 
all terrorist are extremist. An extremist does not necessary need violence to achieve his goal, while 
this is the main tool of terrorism. 
 
In recent years, terrorist groups such as ISIL (Daesh), Al-Qaida and Boko Haram and other radical 
Islamic groups are using the Internet to promote their vision of militant jihad. They are using chat 
rooms and message boards to create and foster radicalism especially among young people. They are 
publishing e-magazines and thousands of You Tube videos with extremist content. Some are also 
using Twitter and Facebook. The target is to point out that the West is at war with Islam. 
 
Terrorist groups make use of social media because they are free and accessible and in particular, they 
allow the rapid dissemination of messages allowing unfettered communication with an audience 
without the filter or "selectivity" of mainstream news outlets. In addition, social media platforms 
allow terrorist groups to engage with their networks. Whereas previous terrorist groups would release 
messages via intermediaries, social media platforms allow them to do so directly to their intended 
audience and interact with their audience in real time. From September 2014 to December 2014 at 
least 46,000 Twitter accounts were used by ISIL supporters. The accounts had an average of 1,000 
followers. However, the accounts with a very high record of activity were more likely to get 
suspended, as a result at least 1,000 of these ISIL supported accounts were suspended [4]. 
 
“The movie is the most important art for us.” This quote was made by Vladimir Lenin in the year 
1922. Anatoly Lunacharsky later explained this statement: for Lenin movies were important, because 
the potential to use movies for propaganda was huge. Over the years, it has been shown he was right. 
Joseph Goebbels used movies for propaganda reasons in Nazi Germany [5]; probably best known 
movie from this time is “The Eternal Jew.” [6] Nowadays the power of pictures has not been changed. 
“A pictures says more than 1,000 words” is still up today. In the past it was difficult and expensive 
to produce pictures and movies. Today, it is easy to make them with your cell phone and publish them 
via social media. Especially ISIL is using this tool and show their life in the areas they are controlling. 
They are also producing videos of fighting and adventure. Manly targeting young people in Western 
countries, who struggle in their life. Not only migrants or children of migrants also other teenager, 
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who believe are not part of the society they are living in and looking for a new perspective in their 
life. [7] 

Situation and the main issue 
As already underlined above, it is important to bear in mind that most Muslims are not radical. Indeed, 
to give an example, between September 11th, 2001 and the end of 2011 the US-government arrested 
192 Muslims, because of terrorism charges, which is a small fraction (0.0064%) of all Muslims living 
in the USA (3 million). [8] Even though only 0.0064% of all American Muslims have been involved 
in the 9/11 attacks a huge mistrust towards Islam has been developed; also within government 
organization like the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) and the New York Police Department 
(NYPD). To give examples from 2010: the FBI infiltrated the Islamic Center of Irvine, California. In 
an effort to uncover sympathies for Al-Qaida the informant made radical Islamic statements and 
hoped the congregants would support him. Instead, the members of the Islamic Center came up with 
a restraining order, because they were frightened by the informant and did not want to be part or 
associated with violent Islam. Also in 2010 the NYPD has created an intelligence division that 
monitored popular cafes, Muslim college students and even Muslim partner organization, which are 
supported by the government to fight against Islamic extremism. [8] 
 
This mistrust has led to hatred within society, which in turn causes violence as well:  in particular 
right-wing extremism. Right-wing extremism can be shown in a variety of ways. It can be a small 
Islamophobia level by saying: “I feel not comfortable living next to a Muslim” or “Muslims should 
not be allowed to enter the country.” It can also be by attacking refugee centers. There have been 
1047 attacks [9] against refugee centers in Germany within 2015. Luckily, no one was injured or killed. 
In the last years, it was not only attacks against refugee centers, where the main goal was to destroy 
the building. In Germany the right-wing terrorist group National Socialist Underground (NSU) killed 
10 people from 2000-2007. In 2011 a far right CasaPound activist took part in targeted shooting of 
Senegalese traders in Florence (Italy), killing two people. In 2011 the Norwegian right-wing extremist 
Anders Breivik killed 76 people.[10] Breivik confessed the purpose of the attack was to save Norway 
and Western Europe from a Muslim takeover. 
 
These attacks show how radicalization against Islam can lead to further terror attacks. These are 
extreme cases. Nevertheless, in the last year Anti-Muslim politics became more and more popular 
within Europe and the United States. The Hungarian, Polish and Czech governments have made 
statements that they do not want any Muslims in their country. In other European countries right-
wing parties are on the rise like Freiheitliche Partei Österreich (FPÖ) in Austria, Front National (FN) 
in France, UK Independence Party (UKIP) and Alternative für Deutschland (AfD) in Germany. Also 
in the US the rise of nationalism is undoubtable. The presidential candidate Donald Trump has made 
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a lot controversial statements about Muslims, since his campaign started and thanks to this attitude, 
he gained the most votes of all Republican nominees.  
To attract the attention of the media these parties are using controversial post on Facebook and 
Twitter.  For example, the European politician Beatrix von Storch (AfD) demanded to use weapons 
to stop refugees at the German border. A user asked, if she wants to shoot at women and children. 
She simply answered with yes. Later she said, she slipped and pressed accidentally send [11]. 
 
Despite this, these parties get a lot of attention, because of those statements made on social media. 
The strategy works as these pages have often more “Likes” on Facebook or “Followers” on Twitter 
than other parties. Maybe some of the “likes” or “Followers” are just out of curiosity or because they 
want to see the next scandal first. However, as probably it implies that a lot of people sympathies 
with the ideas of these parties. Even though these parties might not be part of the national parliament 
(for example: AfD) or have less than five members in the parliament (like UKIP or FN), they still get 
covered by the news even if there was no scandal or anything related to their main topic has been 
done. It also shows that many especially younger users are getting their information from social 
media. With their present on social media, political parties can gain a lot of support.  
 
To understand why so many people are getting in touch with these groups, it is important to 
understand how social media, Facebook especially, works. Facebook collects data to present users 
with personalized advertisement and suggests pages to “like” based on previous feed. If a person 
tends to have an anti-Islamic view, shares articles against Islam, “likes” party pages such as FPÖ, FN, 
UKIP and AfD, Facebook will manly show him articles that are deemed to be “similar” or “related”. 
These articles will likely support his already existing view. Facebook will in most cases not show him 
articles, which stands against his political view. Hence, he will repeatedly read, how bad Muslim 
people are and his view will strengthen and might even get radicalized, because of that.  
 
In countries such as Germany and France, where the Muslim population is rather high and right-wing 
parties are on the rise, it makes the work for radical Muslim leaders easier to find people to hear their 
voices. To proclaim the West is at war with the Islam is quite hard to explain, when there have been 
no attacks or discrimination towards Muslim citizens. 
 
 
The strategic uses of social media for targeting and recruiting 
 
In the last couple of years, governments within Europe and North America have contacted many 
different Muslim organizations. Contact came normally after an Islamic terrorist attack. Many 
Muslims got the feeling the government only cares about them, when Non-Muslims get attacked. This 
feeling often develops to the feeling that even the government sees in all Muslims a potential 
extremist. 
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Moreover, in the last years Imams have seen the potential in the use of social media as well. Well 
known Imams often have a Twitter and/or Facebook account. Nevertheless, they have struggle to 
connect with young Muslims, whom are often targeted by ISIL. Connected to this topic is the fact 
that ISIL has been using these social media platforms to claim in favor of their group and against the 
Imams. In many cases, the discourse followed by ISIL members is to grow mistrust in young Muslims 
against the Imams saying theirs is not a true Islam as it is a westerner believer.  
 
Also, Muslim organizations, who fight against extremism have often a funding problem. This 
problem cannot be solved by the government by just giving these organizations more money. Let us 
revise a case. After the attacks in London on 7th July 2005, the British government gave direct funding 
to counter-extremists organizations such as “Quilliam, Quilliam”, a think tank of ex-Islamists. By 
sponsoring Quilliam, the organization lost their credibility among their objective audiences. [8] This 
settles a problem as their objective audiences is often young Muslims who are in between of an 
awkward situation. We know that the target of ISIL and other Islamic terrorist organizations are often 
young Muslims in Europe and North America. These young Muslims are often struggling against the 
fact that when they travel back to their parents’ country they are considered foreigners, because they 
have, in many ways, adopted a westerner lifestyle. In contrast, in Europe or the US they are not 
considered nationals because they have a different lifestyle than other non-Muslim teenagers. [12] 
 
In an attempt to fight a psychological war, ISIL uses this frustration and the feeling that the young 
Muslims do not belong in their society. Specially, young male teenagers are attracted to violence as 
a way to show discontent, which is a widely exploited resource by ISIL. For instance, it has been 
known that ISIL produces videos resembling first-shooter videogames to attract these young 
teenagers, making a connection between the game and reality. 
 
In their use of social media, ISIL’s main objectives are those of intimidation, coordination, 
reassurance and recruitment. As has been known in the news, ISIL is mainly using choreographed 
videos of mass executions and hashtag hijacking. Early on, ISIL became known for its slickly 
produced videos of foreign-hostage executions. Unlike other jihadist videos, these typically include 
a script, multiple high-definition camera angles and even a graphical introduction to set the stage. 
ISIL regularly records the executions of large groups of local prisoners in order to intimidate and 
demoralize the opposing units on the battlefield. The videos are also engineered to go viral, showing 
extravagant staging and unusual killing methods such as immolations and drownings.  
 
Another widely used strategy is that of making use of malicious programs to hack into social media 
services to use their reach and popularity ratings to access those systems and spread their message. 
For instance, ISIL shouldered into online celebrations of the 2014 World Cup with an image of a 
decapitated head and a message that read: “This is our football, it’s made of skin #WorldCup” [13].  
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ISIL is mainly using civic forum boards, secure messaging and battlefield drones as platforms for 
communication. ISIL militants discuss and plan aspects of civic administration and operations. In 
ISIL-controlled territory, day-to-day conversation has moved to services like Skype. Secure 
battlefield communications are sometimes carried out over encrypted messaging platforms like Kik 
or Telegram. ISIL fighters have flown small Web-linked drones above the battlefield, gathering real-
time footage for valuable reconnaissance, as well as videos for social-media propaganda. 
 
Besides all of the above, ISIL has a wide and complete social media strategy which includes using 
microblogging or photography platforms to advertise the caliphate, using for these objectives sites as 
Instagram, and the production of “documentaries” and press releases. Geared toward potential 
Western recruits, the videos are in English and have tried to portray the attractiveness of life in the 
Islamic State, making appearances of normality. Many social media accounts exist only to highlight 
the lighter side of ISIL, trying to build an online image. 
 
Let us revise another example. ISIL is mainly using online magazines, targeted enlistment and Q&A 
sessions. Dabiq is a monthly English-language online publication that has higher production values 
than many Western magazines. It discusses issues of politics, faith, jihad and bomb-making. The 
mastermind of the November 2015 Paris terror attacks was featured in an interview asking how could 
he sneak through Europe as a known jihadist. ISIL militants cultivate vulnerable recruits with 
sympathetic messages and engage them via secure messaging services. In some cases, they would 
even provide plane tickets or ship gifts to their targets. Recruits who cannot travel are also encouraged 
to pursue attacks at home. Holding sessions for potential applicants on the platform Last.fm and other 
such Q&A forums, ISIL fighters frankly discuss the ups and downs of their job. 
 
Finally, we can also see ISIL’s perfect system of viral marketing. It consists of five main points: have 
a consistent brand, be intimate, network, engage and when all else fails, troll. Just as the Star Wars 
branding is consistent on the big screen or on a Happy Meal, so is the Islamic State’s. The ISIL flag 
is extremely easy to draw and reproduce: monochromatic with two simple slogans: “There is no god 
but Allah. Mohammad is the messenger of Allah.” The monochrome flag also has a long history in 
Eastern, Arabic and Islamic tradition-hearkening back to one of the first flags purportedly used by 
the prophet Mohammad, while the slogans give the appearance of religious sanction to a group that 
has actually been condemned by leading Muslim scholars. 
 

Legal basis 

Looking at the general counter-terrorism legal framework, between 1963 and 2004, under the 
auspices of the United Nations and its specialized agencies, the international community developed 
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13 international counter-terrorism legal instruments which are open to participation by all Member 
States. The General Assembly has focused on terrorism as an international problem since 1972 and, 
through the 1980s, addressed the issue intermittently through resolutions. During this period, the 
Assembly also adopted two instruments related to counter-terrorism: the Convention on the 
Prevention and Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, including 
Diplomatic Agents (in 1973) and the International Convention against the Taking of Hostages (in 
1979). In December 1994, the Assembly again directed attention to this issue through a Declaration 
on Measures to Eliminate International Terrorism (A/RES/49/60 pdf). In 1996, a supplement to this 
Declaration (A/RES/51/210 pdf) established an Ad Hoc Committee to elaborate an international 
convention for the suppression of terrorist bombings and, subsequently further developing a 
comprehensive legal framework of conventions dealing with international terrorism; this mandate 
continued to be renewed and revised on an annual basis. During the past decade, Member States 
completed work on three more counter-terrorism instruments covering specific types of terrorist 
activities: the 1997 International Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombings; the 1999 
International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism and the International 
Convention for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism.  
 
The first relevant United Nations Security Council resolution is number 1373 (2001) that calls upon 
all Member States to find ways of intensifying and accelerating the exchange of operational 
information, especially concerning the use of information and communication technology (ICT) by 
terrorist groups. It also provides that States shall refrain from providing any form of support, active 
or passive, to entities or persons involved in terrorist acts, including by suppressing recruitment of 
members of terrorist groups.  
 
Following, Security Council resolution 1624 (2005) calls upon all States to adopt such measures as 
may be necessary and appropriate and in accordance with their obligations under international law to 
prohibit by law incitement to commit a terrorist act or acts and prevent such conduct. In its preamble, 
resolution 1624 (2005) recognizes the importance, in an increasingly globalized world, of cooperative 
action by States aimed at preventing terrorists from exploiting sophisticated technology, 
communications and resources to incite support for criminal acts.  
 
In resolution 2161 (2014) the Security Council is mentioning in the first section measures to tackle 
Al-Qaida. The Council developed three main fields they need to tackle: freezing of bank accounts, 
prohibition to travel and weapon embargo. In the second part they define, who part of this list is. Put 
into simple words: all who support in any way Al-Qaida. In more detail all people, who provide them 
with funds, documents and weapons or other way of warfare articles. In the resolution it is also 
directly mentioned that all people, who are hosting a webpage from Al-Qaida are seen as supporter 
of Al-Qaida. [14] 
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In resolution 2178 (2014) the Security Council confirms the stand they made in resolution 2161. 
Furthermore, the Council calls upon Member States to act cooperatively when taking national 
measures to prevent and counter terrorists’ exploitation of technology, communications and resources 
to incite support for terrorist acts, while respecting human rights and fundamental freedoms and in 
compliance with other obligations under international law. The Resolution also encourages states to 
work closer together in order to fight terrorism and encourages INTERPOL to allocate more resources 
in the fight against terrorism. Furthermore, the Council encourages governments to work together 
with NGOs. The Council encourages governments to work together with religious groups, so they 
have the possibility to stop young people of being radicalized and they might be able to report people, 
who got radicalized. [15] 
 

Initiatives to tackle the issue until the present date 
UN initiatives 
 
Focusing on the most recent developments, on 15 January 2016 the Secretary-General presented his 
Plan of Action to Prevent Violent Extremism to the General Assembly and the latter adopted it by 
consensus on 12 February 2016. In this Plan not only the causes of violent extremism are analyzed, 
but also recommendations are given to Member States in order to tackle more effectively this global 
issue. Among these recommendations, it is important to notice that the empowerment of youth 
combined with modern technologies emerges as a pivotal factor, in particular youth are seen as a 
“global community of an unprecedented kind” that can have a tremendous impact in counter terrorism 
and in developing pluralistic societies. In addition, it is relevant to tack into account some of the 
recommendation specifically on Internet and social media: 
 

(a) Develop and implement national communications strategies, in close cooperation with social 
media companies and the private sector, that are tailored to local contexts, gender sensitive 
and based on international human rights standards, to challenge the narratives associated with 
violent extremism; 

(b) Encourage more research on the relationship between the misuse of the Internet and social 
media by violent extremists and the factors that drive individuals towards violent extremism; 

(c) Promote grass-roots efforts to advance the values of tolerance, pluralism and understanding; 
(d)  Ensure that national legal frameworks protect freedom of opinion and expression, pluralism, 

and diversity of the media; 
(e) Empower and enable victims to transform their loss and suffering into a constructive force for 

preventing violent extremism by providing them with online forums where they can tell their 
stories; 
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(f)  Protect journalists, who play a crucial role in democratic societies, by ensuring the prompt 
and thorough investigation of threats to their safety, and encourage journalists to work 
together to voluntarily develop media training and industry codes of conduct hich foster 
tolerance and respect. 

 
These recommendations have not been fully included and implemented into any UNSC resolution on 
the topic, thus they are simply suggestions adopted by the General Assembly and they do not constitute 
binding obligations upon Member States. 
 
Possible cooperation with Imams, social media providers and other relevant 
stakeholders  
 
Before the resolution 2178 has been adopted, the US-government already started to work together 
with Islamic organizations in 2011. The government back then already realized that potential 
terrorists see in the government an enemy, but in their local Imam often a friend and person they can 
come to whenever they have a problem. By supporting moderate Imam and moderate Islamic 
organizations, they have a greater possibility to fight against terrorism. To go into more details 
councils such as the Council on American-Islamic Relations (CAIR) held youth conferences to inform 
about “myths and realities” of radicalization and provide young Muslims with a forum to openly 
discuss their perceived role in society. At a smaller local level imams are teaching the consequences 
of extremism. 
 
The strategy does not stop at an only offline base; there are strategies to counter extremism online. 
The main idea is the counter speech. If someone is posting a hate speech, Islamic organizations are 
posting a clarification on it. As well many famous American imams have published a YouTube video, 
where they speak against violence. Also online imams are sending regular messages for more 
tolerance via social media. The US-government is not only acting on national level also on 
international level. They have sent social media experts to Pakistan, the Philippines, Singapore, 
Malaysia and Jakarta to teach locals, how to use Facebook, Twitter and other social media. The goal 
is as well to have counter speeches against hate and extremism. 
 
In addition, more and more intelligence services are working together with hackers. The goal is to 
infiltrate jihadist forums and to find out who is recruiting and who is being recruited. They also try to 
find clues to upcoming attacks there. Indeed, hackers have started their war on ISIL by distributed 
denial of services. The goals of these attacks are that thousands of linked computers are overwhelming 
ISIL websites and sometimes even burning out their physical servers. Hackers also try to locate ISIL 
fighters and pass theses information to local authorities. 
 



 

 
12 

 

Non-Governmental-Organizations (NGOs) have made some steps to fight extremism on the internet 
via social media. The Muslim scholar Moghul hold sermons on the internet, while he led the Muslim 
Student Association at New York University. He quickly found followers all over the world. He was 
inspired by the Bosnian in war in the 1990s, where thousands of Muslims were displaced and killed 
due to ethnic cleansing. Many Muslims all over the world felt helpless and decided to fight in this 
war. Moghul wanted to give Muslims an alternative to fighting. 
 
Google Ideas (now Jigsaw) has held a conference in Dublin in 2011. The goal of this conference was 
to bring former extremist such as neo-Nazis, gang members and religious extremist and survivors of 
attacks, NGOs and business partners together. 
Google, Twitter and Facebook have been proactively removing jihadists from their services. To do 
so they have been changing their terms of service to ban jihadist content. 
Together with the Institute for Strategic Dialogue (a British think tank) Google has changed their 
search results for people searching for example “How do I get to Syria?” Instead of websites 
describing how to get to Syria Google shows anti-extremist web videos, which look like another ISIS 
propaganda video. 
 
Spontaneously, citizens with an interest in social media and hacking have been starting to fight ISIL 
via social media and other devices. Many people are searching for extremist pages and accounts on 
Twitter, Facebook and other social media sides and then report them to the provider or even the police. 
Very brave citizens in ISIL-administered territory launch blogs and Facebook pages to document 
ISIL war crimes, which are then posted online to refute the group’s propaganda of life in caliphate. It 
is risky; those caught by ISIS face immediate execution. 
 
 

Topic B: International arrangements to resolve disputes 
in the South China Sea 
 

Introduction 
 
The South China Sea is a highly contested region. When in 1947 the People’s Republic of China 
claimed sovereignty over the so-called “Nine-dash line”, as shown in the picture [16], they immediately 
entered in conflict with the countries whose territorial control and sea sovereignty were trespassed.  
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Over the years, the conflict has 
escalated until it has become a 
sensitive regional matter, with 
several countries implicated in 
one or more of the 9 different 
disputes that create the greater 
conflict. 
 
Firstly, the nine-dash line claimed 
by China is being disputed by 
Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia, the 
Philippines, Taiwan and Vietnam; 
and by non-claimant countries 
that see this move as against 
International Law and the United 
Nations Convention on Law of the 
Sea (UNCLOS) such as the 
United States and Thailand. 
 
Secondly, disputes on land 
territory over the Paracels Islands, the Pratas Islands, the Spratly Islands and the Scaraborough Shoal 
are currently ongoing between Brunei, China, Malaysia, the Philippines, Taiwan and Vietnam. 
 
Furthermore, maritime boundaries are disputed in three different zones: along the Vietnamese coast, 
disputed by the many countries named above plus Cambodia; in the waters north of the Natuna 
Islands; and off the coast of Palawan and Luzon. 
Finally, maritime boundary and land territory claims over several islands such as Sabah, Luzon Strait 
and Pedra Branca (the only dispute solved amicably by the parts under arbitration). 
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As much as the 
situation demonstrated 
in the picture above [17] 
is undoubtedly 
complex, the United 
Nations Security 
Council has been 
named more than once 
as one of the organisms 
capable of leading to a 
solution to this dispute. 
Nonetheless, many 
others believe that if a 
solution is to be 
reached the final 
decision is on the 
countries in dispute to 
start bilateral 
negotiation and reach a 
common ground, and 

they have done so in first track diplomacy with the Shangri-La Dialogue and track two diplomacy in 
the Council for Security Cooperation in the Asia Pacific. [18] 
 

Situation and the main issue 
The South China Sea has been a contested region for many decades now. It was 1876 when it has 
been first documented that China claimed the Paracels Islands, which had already been occupied by 
Vietnam four decades before that. Another 50 years passed, until 1927 when Japan claimed 
sovereignty over the Paracels and Spratly islands too. In fact, the South China Sea region was 
controlled by the Japanese in 1939, who then abandoned the area at the end of World War II in 1945; 
and, in 1952, Japan ceased to claim any sovereignty over the Spratly or Paracel islands as per the 
Peace Treaty of San Francisco. With this precedent, the South China Sea conflict has been shifting 
over the years, and the current dispute dates back about 30 years.  
 
In the 1970’s, the Philippines, Vietnam and China claimed part or the whole of the disputed islands. 
In 1979, both North and South Vietnam claimed sovereignty over the islands. In 1984, the Philippines 
ratified the 1982 UNCLOS III, and claimed the Spratly Islands lying within its 200nm of EEZ. In 
1995, a Vietnamese ship was shot by Taiwan, who later in 1999 claimed sovereignty over every island 
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in the region. In 1997 the Philippines begins to challenge Chinese sovereignty claims over the 
Scaraborough Shoal. 
 
China has specially adapted its political and military capabilities to pursue its claims over the South 
China Sea. In 1989, China’s Navy started an expansion program to create whatever technological 
capability was necessary to improve its military presence and protection of sovereignty claims. By 
1992, the China’s National People’s Congress signed a law that gave China sovereign rights over the 
South China Sea, including its air sovereignty, having all ships and airplanes request authorization 
from Chinese authorities to navigate over their sovereign space. The other parties expressed concern 
that China would become more inflexible to pursue diplomatic negotiations. 
However, Lezeck Buszynski [19] (2003, pp. 348-350) perceives that China’s shift to a more open 
dialogue with the parties involved had to do with its economic shift when it became a net oil importer, 
and when the Philippines moved to involve the US in the issue in 1998. 
 
On the first point, China became more aware of the importance to secure oil supplies and therefore 
grew to believe it is more necessary to create a regime to control the disputed region. In 2002, the 
ASEAN and China signed a Declaration of Conduct of the Parties. China had previously presented 
interest on having bilateral dialogue with the parties and had avoided multilateralism. The 
introduction of norms is important in the international arena; as Buszynski (2003, p. 344) argues, “the 
value of norms lies in the benefit of predictability and the constraint of unacceptable or potentially 
destructive action from which all would suffer.” With this Declaration the ASEAN was a step closer 
to achieve what it had really wanted, that was to move China to sign a Code of Conduct. Nonetheless, 
the signing by China showed a shift on its approach to the conflict, and gave an image of willingness 
to pursue first track diplomacy. 
 
As Buszynski also points out, the Code of Conduct proposed by ASEAN had two purposes. First, to 
unite a divided ASEAN, particularly between claimant and non-claimant countries on their approach 
towards relations with China; second, it would oblige China to apply its cooperative behavior 
principles dictated on its foreign policy; and third, to increase ASEAN’s bargaining power and thus 
increase the costs of misbehaving to China (2003, pp. 351-354). 
 
On the second point, after the Philippine’s proposal, China’s demand was to avoid the involvement 
of external powers and a ban of military exercises involving them. In March 2000, an ASEAN reunion 
in Thailand developed well on the side of China’s claims, accepting to not involve any external 
countries to the dispute. Thailand recognized the need to resolve each dispute bilaterally (Buszynski 
2003, pp. 355-356). Even though an agreement was reached and the Declaration of Conduct was 
signed, it fell short of the legal status the Philippines wanted it to have. 
 
Furthermore, strategically the region is quite important. It is the source of 7.7 billion barrels of crude 
oil and 266 trillion cubic feet of natural gas. [20] As noted before, China is an oil importer and therefore 
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the control of oil and gas resources is a big national policy target. Also, the South China Sea is a 
strategic sea lane for commercial shipping, being that US$5 trillion of trade move annually throughout 
these lines, equivalent to about 45% of world shipping [21] (Rowan 2005, p. 415). The control of these 
shipping lanes is strategic, as is keeping them free of sovereign control. This last is the main reason 
the US has given for jumping in into the dispute, by conducting non-armed military operations under 
their “Freedom of Navigation” program (aka FONOP), that are seen as China as direct violations to 
their sovereignty, but seen by the US as a protection of international waters and commercial sea lanes. 
 
In their “Pivot to Asia” in 2011, the US ignored the requests from China to maintain a neutral position 
in the South China Sea disputes, when the former gave public support to the Philippines on their 
territorial conflicts with China. In October 2015, it was the first time the US challenged China’s 
claimed sovereignty directly, by navigating a ship 12nm into the Subi Reef, controlled by Chinese 
military vessels. 
 
All this friction between the two powers has been a point of discussion on what could be the most 
likely outcome of the conflict. 
 
Some share the opinion of Bonnie Glaser (2012/ updated 2015) who believes that “the most likely 
and dangerous contingency is a clash stemming from US military operations within China’s EEZ that 
provokes and armed Chinese response… A miscalculation or misunderstanding could then result in 
a deadly exchange of fire” [23]. Others share professor Kishore Mahbubani’s (2016, National 
University of Singapore) [24] opinion, believing that an armed solution is highly unlikely as it is against 
China’s interests and objectives in the region, and that a political solution will be the way this conflict 
is solved, although is much more complicated to obtain. 
 
At the same time, the modernizing military capabilities of the countries in the South China Sea region 
rises some eyebrows. All countries in the region have upgraded to fourth-generation war capabilities 
in all three armed forces and new C4ISR systems. As Sheldon Simon (2012) notes, arms imports have 
risen from 82% to 722% in Indonesia and Malaysia. Although neutral and mainly a land power, 
Thailand has invested in upgrading its naval power and presence to protect offshore oil and gas 
resources, by purchasing frigates, patrol vessels and submarines. All this modernization is a response 
to the growing unbalance produced by China’s growing naval and intelligence capabilities (launching 
new satellites, for example) [25] to pursue its objectives by military control of the land and sea territory 
and hard-power diplomacy. 
Yet, multilateral diplomacy has not died despite China’s intentions to pursue bilateral negotiations 
only. Although the ASEAN has been perceived to be losing its diplomatic influence and power, some 
still see it as the only way to achieve some kind of solution to the conflict. The Philippines, Vietnam 
and Thailand have been keen to keep the ASEAN as the main center for dialogue on the issue. 
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Certainly, the signing of the Declaration of Conduct is a step toward this objective, though many 
remain pessimistic. 
 

Legal basis 
Let us begin with the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) signed in 1982 
as a way to peacefully resolve maritime matters. As Joshua Rowan (2005) notes, there are three main 
articles that may be useful to understand the legal basis of the South China Sea dispute. First, article 
3 states that every State has the right to extend sovereignty over 12nm into offshore waters, controlled 
by mainland. Second, articles 55 through 75 define what Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZ) are, 
namely a zone 200nm beyond the offshore territory over which a country has exclusive rights to 
exploring, exploiting and managing its natural resources. And third, Part VIII of UNCLOS about the 
regime of islands, states that “Rocks that cannot sustain human habitation or economic life of their 
own shall have no exclusive zone or continental shelf” [26], which as Rowan also notes is a key 
argument from those who have built artificial facilities in some “rocks” to claim sovereignty and sea 
territorial control. 
 
Secondly, the Declaration of Conduct [27] signed by ASEAN and China in 2002 states that the parties 
will abide to the Declaration of Principles of the UN and will act accordingly. It reaffirms the will of 
the signing countries to “maintain freedom of navigation in and overflight above the South China sea, 
without resorting to the threat or use of force”. It commands, many times, that the Parties must 
undertake peaceful negotiations and dialogue in a way that would not enhance or escalate disputes to 
a hostile tone. 
 
Finally, the ASEAN has published a few declarations, none of which actually say much on the issue 
other than encouraging a peaceful solution, giving many the perception that there is no consensus in 
how to address the dispute. 
 

Initiatives to tackle the issue until the present date 
The most recent event is the ruling of the Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA) on 12 July 2016 on 
the case of Philippines vs China, beginning in 2013. The Philippines sued China under UNCLOS 
agreement standing against the nine-dash line which, on their view, is a violation to international law 
as it violates UNCLOS agreement about EEZ and territorial seas. Of the 14 points included by the 
Philippines, the PCA recognized jurisdiction over seven of them. 
 
The PCA ruled that China had no sovereignty claim on the nine-dash line territory as every historical 
claim was superseded by the UNCLOS agreement. Also, PCA revised every single land in the claim 
stating their status as islands or rocks, and stipulated that all of the claimed territories above sea line 
were indeed rocks with no economic zone nor continental shelf of their own. The document also 
stands directly against Chinese activities in the construction of the artificial islands, calling it an 
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aggravation of the dispute between the parties. On the other hand, it ruled against Chinese activities 
in the Philippines territorial sea, the use of dangerous approaches to pursue operations of law 
enforcement, and the damage to the environment produced by their artificial islands. [28] 
 
China, however, rejected the ruling claiming that the PAC had no jurisdiction on the issue as it was a 
sovereignty dispute, and not an exploitation matter. Also, they claimed against the Philippines for not 
abiding to the dispute resolution mechanisms established in the agreement signed by ASEAN and 
China. 
 
The US has not backed up from the dispute either. It has constantly been speaking in the international 
community that China must abide by a binding ruling in the PAC, which clarified maritime rights in 
the region. China has already warned the US to stay out of the issue, encouraging its neighbors to 
keep the issue between regional countries only, saying that this is the only way there could be a 
peaceful approach to this matter. [29] 
 
Finally, each side has been supported by different countries. China’s position on the ruling has been 
publicly supported by Montenegro, Pakistan, Sudan, Taiwan and Vanuatu. On the other hand, 
countries that have called to fully respect the ruling are Australia, Canada, Japan, New Zealand, 
Philippines, US and Vietnam. Other countries have spoken positively about the ruling without taking 
sides, these include Belgium, Bulgaria, Cyprus, France, Germany, Ireland, India, Myanmar, The 
Netherlands, Portugal, South Korea, the UK, and many others. And other have made neutral 
comments as Algeria, Indonesia, Laos, Serbia and Thailand. [30] 
 
 

Guiding questions 
 
Topic A  

• How could a possible cooperation between Google, Facebook and Twitter and the UN look 
like?  

• Should Member States have more influence on the regulation of social media to counter 
terrorism? 

• Should Member States seek cooperation with hackers groups such as Anymous? How could 
such a joint effort look like? 

• What is necessary to do so Muslims who do not share violent interpretation of their belief are 
part of the dialogue and they do not have the feeling that governments just contact them after 
attacks? 

• Should Facebook and other social media drastically change their policies to avoid 
radicalization of violent beliefs? 
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Topic B 

• What do you think is the most likely outcome and how will it develop? 
• Is an institutional solution possible? If so, what would be the task of the UNSC? 
• How do you think the UNSC can achieve a diplomatic solution to the dispute? 
• Can the UNSC achieve more than what ASEAN has tried to do? 
• Will it be possible to maintain a first track diplomatic dialogue? 
• Should countries not in the region continue exercising international law on site? 
• Is there a reachable common ground on the matter? If not, why? If so, what would it be? 
• Is there a possible non-desirable war outcome? If so, how would you prevent it? 
• What is your country’s position on the topic? How does your foreign policy back up your 

position? 
• What would be your countries place on each possible outcome? 

 

Further Optional Reading  
 
Topic A  
Plan of Action to Prevent Violent Extremism, Report of the Secretary-General, available at 
http://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/70/674 
UNESCO Decision 197EX/46 to enhance the capacity to provide assistance to States as they craft 
sharper strategies to prevent violent extremism, available at 
http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0023/002351/235180e.pdf  
Ministerial declaration on Preventing and countering violent extremism and Radicalization that lead 
to terrorism, available at http://www.osce.org/cio/208216?download=true  
Joint Co-Chairs Conclusions, Geneva Conference on Preventing Violent Extremism – The Way 
Forward, available at  
https://www.un.org/counterterrorism/ctitf/sites/www.un.org.counterterrorism.ctitf/files/GVAPVEC
onfJointCoChairsConclusions.pdf  
Concept note, Special meeting of the Counter-Terrorism Committee with Member States 
and relevant international and regional organizations on “Preventing Terrorists from Exploiting the 
Internet and Social Media to Recruit Terrorists and Incite Terrorist Acts, while Respecting Human 
Rights and Fundamental Freedoms”, available at  
http://www.un.org/en/sc/ctc/docs/2015/Concept%20note_ICT_SpecialMeeting_2015.pdf  
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Topic B 
Web Resources: 
Chalermpalanupap, Termsak (2016). No ASEAN Consensus on the South China Sea. The Diplomat. 
Retrieved from http://thediplomat.com/2016/07/no-asean-consensus-on-the-south-china-sea/  
ChinaDaily.com.cn (2016) World, South China Sea reading list. Retrieved from 
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/world/South-China-sea.html  
The New Yorks Times (2016). South China Sea reading list. Retrieved from 
http://www.nytimes.com/topic/destination/south-china-sea  
Short, John (2016). Troubled waters: conflict in the South China Sea explained. The Conversation. 
Retrieved from http://theconversation.com/troubled-waters-conflict-in-the-south-china-sea-
explained-59203  
Clements, Walter. (2016). How to avoid war in the South China Sea. Japan Times. Retrieved 
fromhttp://www.japantimes.co.jp/opinion/2016/07/26/commentary/world-commentary/avoid-war-
south-china-sea/  
Wyne, Ali. (n/d) How will the South China Sea disputes be resolved? Big Think. Retrieved from 
http://bigthink.com/power-games/how-will-the-south-china-sea-disputes-be-resolved  
Enjeti, Saagar (2016). China risks air war with US above South China Sea. The Daily Caller News 
Foundation. Retrieved from http://dailycaller.com/2016/07/19/china-risks-air-war-with-us-above-
south-china-sea/  
The Huffington Post (2016). South China Sea conflict reading list. Retrieved from 
http://www.huffingtonpost.com/news/south-china-sea-conflict/  
Osborne, Simon (2016). ‘We must take revenge’ Chinese call for WAR with Australia over South 
China Sea dispute. Express. Retrieved from http://www.express.co.uk/news/world/695967/South-
China-Sea-dispute-Australia  
Hunt, Katie (2016). Philippines vs. China: Court to rule on South China Sea fight. CNN. Retrieved 
from http://edition.cnn.com/2016/07/11/asia/philippines-china-south-china-sea-hague-ruling/  
Rothwell, Donald (2016). South China Sea verdict explained. ABC News. Retrieved from 
http://www.abc.net.au/news/2016-07-13/rothwell-south-china-sea-verdict-explained/7624120  
Agence France-Presse (2016). EU urges peaceful resolution to South China Sea dispute. Daily 
Nation. Retrieved from http://www.nation.co.ke/news/world/EU-urges-peaceful-resolution-to-
South-China-Sea-dispute/1068-3297048-4e9x7az/index.html  
Raymond, Greg (2016). The South China Sea dispute crises: next stop the UN Security Council? 
The National Interest. Retrieved from http://nationalinterest.org/blog/the-buzz/the-south-china-sea-
crisis-next-stop-the-un-security-council-16397  
 
Reading resources: 
Oerogroseno, Arif Havas (2013). ASEAN as the most feasible forum to address the South China Sea 
challenges. Proceedings of the Annual Meeting (American Society of International Law) 107, 
International Law in a Multipolar World, pp. 290-293. 
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Simon, Sheldon (2012). Conflict and Diplomacy in the South China Sea. Asian Survey 52(6), pp. 
995-1018. 
Thayer, Carlyle (2011). The United States, China and Southeast Asia. Southeast Asian Affairs, pp. 
16-25. 
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