
�

���������	
�����
�
 �

�

� ����
��
���������


���������	
�
������
������	


Caracas, 26 de Febrero de 2010 

Colegio: San Ignacio 

San Ignacio Model of United Nations (SIMUN) 

 

Estimados Faculties y Delegados: 

 

      En nombre del Colegio San Ignacio y el comité organizador SIMUN 09, les doy una cordial bienvenida a la 
cuarta edición del San Ignacio Model of United Nations.  

      Es para mi persona y para el Colegio San Ignacio, un gran honor y privilegio poder recibirlos durante este 
evento, que espero llene y exceda sus expectativas, que les permita la formación de consciencia y que 
promueva en ellos la importancia de el factor cambio que necesita el país en el que hemos crecido y vivimos. 
Los modelos de naciones unidas no pueden quedarse en un simple fin de semana en el que uno que otro 
delegado cumple el papel de líder dentro de un comité para llegar a una solución en específico con respecto a 
una problemática mundial; si somos nosotros los que logramos solucionar en un fin de semana infinitas 
problemáticas que afectan a tantos países, no veo el límite en nuestras capacidades de analizar y buscar 
soluciones a las problemáticas que sufre nuestro país en la actualidad. 

      En las palabras de Mark Twain "Cada vez que se encuentre usted del lado de la mayoría, es tiempo de 
hacer una pausa y reflexionar.", se encuentra mi mensaje, vivimos en un país con tres grandes mayorías las 
cuales ninguna termina por convencer a la otra de unirse a ella; se puede apreciar que no todos se han puesto 
a pensar en las verdaderas razones por las cuales siguen a esa mayoría y en todas las consecuencias que su 
apoyo puede causar. Si bien para unos la oposición es la solución para otros no lo representa, esto nos lleva a 
pensar que este movimiento no está bien planteado ni incluye suficientes beneficios para toda la población de 
Venezuela; reflexionemos con respecto a nuestro entorno y lo que sucede en el mismo, es el único medio que 
nos garantiza un crecimiento personal, sin él simplemente escuchamos y olvidamos. 

      Por último, les recuerdo a ustedes los faculties la importancia de su misión en el desarrollo de los líderes 
del mañana, que sea su ayuda y liderazgo la que forme los líderes de este evento es sin duda un aporte 
significativo, ya que sin ustedes, no podríamos tener una experiencia como la que esperamos. 

 

‘‘En todo amar y servir’’ , 

 

Alejandro Brillembourg 

           Secretario General de SIMUN 2010 
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SITUATION IN AFGHANISTAN 

“I want justice. And there's an old 
poster out West, I recall, that says, “Wanted: 
Dead or Alive”.” With these exact words 
President George W. Bush answered the 
question “Do you want bin Laden dead?” But 
Bush’s response may be emphasized in the 
actual context. (Image here) The war on 
terrorism has led to the invasion of Afghanistan, 
searching for Al-Qaeda, dead or alive. This 
invasion was neither allowed nor reproached by 
the United Nations.  

On December 20th the Security 
Council approved resolution 1386, stating the 
authorization for the ISAF (International 
Security Assistance Force) to help the Afghan 
Interim Authority “in the maintenance of security 
in Kabul and its surrounding areas, so that the 
Afghan Interim Authority as well as the 
personnel of the United Nations can operate in 
a secure environment”, among other 
specifications about the ISAF. Yet, no claims 
were made to what the US forces shall do. 
President Bush’s objective is clear: capturing 
bin Laden and dismantling Al-Qaeda, but 
currently no city and almost no zone of 
Afghanistan is under the control of any Taliban 
group. It’s a certainty that insurrections in favor 
of the defeated will happen (if are not 
happening in this moment) and that the Taliban 
are regrouping under different leaders in the 
region. However, the ISAF may be reinforced to 
reach the capability of confronting and 
destroying any threat to peace and security. 
Assuming that the majority of the Taliban and 
Al-Qaeda forces retreated to Pakistan (which is 
most likely), the hunt of Osama bin Laden will 
necessary move 
towards 

international affairs and cooperation between 
the countries involved, will be required.  

To stop the renewal of the 
confrontations is the primordial objective for the 
ISAF and the UN. Fleeing terrorists are 
common in the region, but the returning ones 
are the more dangerous. And the Taliban is 
trying to regroup and attack. Peace it’s subtle at 
this point.  

 

Background 

Afghan Civil War:  

Starting in 1978, the civil war in 
Afghanistan has endured to the present. It 
started when a rebellion erupted against the 
People's Democratic Party of Afghanistan, 
which had taken power in the Saur Revolution 
on 27 April 1978. The rebellion made the USSR 
to militarily intervene, setting off the Soviet war 
in Afghanistan. (Image here with subtitle “Soviet 
Invasion to Afghanistan”) 

 

 

 

 

 

The rebels were called “mujahideen” 
(those engaged in Jihad), and quickly found 
support from the United States, Saudi Arabia, 
Pakistan and other Muslim nations, mainly 
because of the Cold War. Soviets completely 
retired from Afghanistan in 1989. Three years 
later the People’s Democratic Party of 
Afghanistan were overthrow by the 
“mujahideen”. But before any peace could be 
kept, ethnic divisions aroused, dividing the 
afghan people and throwing the country into 
another warlording civil war. The Taliban 
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Movement was formed in southern Afghanistan 
with Pakistani support in 1994. By 1996 they 
had taken the capital city Kabul. The Tajik 
Commander Ahmad Shah Massoud and Uzbek 
General Abdul Rashid Dostum had no choice 
but to join and retreat north, forming the 
Northern Alliance to oppose the Taliban. 

By 2001 the Taliban owned almost 
95% of the country and made a major blow 
against their enemies: the assassination of 
Ahmed Shah Massoud on the 9th of September. 
However, instead of falling into chaos as some 
might have predicted, the Northern Alliance 
managed to survive and join the U.S. against 
their foes in due time.  

 

Al-Qaeda: 

Some information states that the group 
Al-Qaeda was created on August 11th, 1988. It 
is an Islamic group that acts as a network 
performing both as a multinational, stateless 
army and a fundamentalist Sunni movement, 
whose ultimate purpose would be to achieve a 
global Jihad. In words of Lawrence Wright Al-
Qaeda is “basically an organized Islamic 
faction, its goal is to lift the word of God, to 
make His religion victorious” which had among 
its requirements: listening ability, good 
manners, obedience and making a pledge 
(allegiance) to follow the movement leaders. 
With bin Laden money, the organization of 
Abdullah Azzam (an Egyptian Islamic group in 
search for the supremacy of the Islamic 
interests) expertise would reach worldwide to 
the Islamic extremists. (Image here with 

subtitle: “One version of the flag of al-Qaeda”) 

 

The soviet invasion to Afghanistan and 
the foundation of Al-Qaeda as a terrorist group 
are intimately related. The US, through 
Pakistan's Inter-Services Intelligence agency, 
gave financial aid to the mujahideen opposed to 
the soviets. The guerrilla war that erupted may 
be the first attacks similar to terrorism arranged 
by the would-be Al Qaeda militants. Bin Laden 
also used his money and connections to 
economically help the mujahideen in battlefield 
and recruiting. This made Azzam to gather with 
Osama, and the meeting’s conclusion was to 
expand the jihadist cause after the Soviet 
retreatment to places like Israel and Kashmir. 

Due to Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait and 
the fear of an invasion to the country led by the 
ruling House of Saud, Osama bin Laden 
returned to Saudi Arabia. He offered King Fahd 
his mujahideen followers to defend the 
kingdom, but the Saudi monarch preferred the 
US and allied forces to deploy in the country to 
protect it over this early version of Al-Qaeda. 
This highly offended bin Laden, who saw the 
presence of occidental armies as a profanation 
to the sacred soil of the two mosques. He 
stated in public his concerns and opposition to 
the Saudi Government, being banish from 
Saudi Arabia and disowned publicly by his 
family. This would be the rupture between bin 
Laden and the United States. 

Osama bin Laden established at 
Sudan, but the main forces of Al-Qaeda came 
from Afghanistan and the Taliban as the recoil 
of the mujahideen who fought the soviets. But 
the global Jihad erupted from Bosnia. As the 
jihadist in that region seemed to falter Al-Qaeda 
took 80% of the cells, making the motto a 
supportive one to the jihadist in Kashmir, 
Afghanistan and the fight for a Palestinian state, 
among others. In 1996 Osama bin Laden 
announced a declaration of war against the 
United States to expel every occidental troop 
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from Islamic soil. From that point on the attacks 
performed by Al-Qaeda focused on large-scale 
strikes and targets. 

 

War on terrorism: 

The war on terrorism is the military, 
political, legal and ideological conflict that 
emerged of the confrontation of the Islamic 
forces in the search of “freedom” and the states 
that oppose to the way of acting of these 
groups, with the US and the UK as the leaders. 
This allied forces objective is to protect their 
citizens and interests. It supposedly began with 
the World Trade Center attack and the US 
reaction, even though many attacks and 
retaliations had been made by 9/11. The 
principal fight is the ideological one, the side 
who wins the heart and mind of the international 
community will have the upper hand. In this 
matter the US-led side had the advantage, 
since most of the people sympathized with the 
losses on 9/11. The fact that only Islamic 
devotes accept the Qur’an, thus the message 
sent as a global Jihad has a positive impact in 
very few non-Islamic. But the devotion 
manifested by the jihadists has yet no match on 
the occidental side. The methods implemented 
may repulse the international community, but 
seems only a little sacrifice for the so-called 
“terrorists”.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Al-Qaeda took the vanguard against 
the United States and with it, the leadership of 
the Islamic-terrorism. (Image here, subtitle: 

“Osama bin Laden”) “The ruling to kill the 
Americans and their allies—civilians and 
military—is an individual duty for every Muslim 
who can do it in any country in which it is 
possible to do it, in order to liberate the al-Aqsa 
Mosque (in Jerusalem) and the holy mosque (in 
Makka) from their grip, and in order for their 
armies to move out of all the lands of Islam, 
defeated and unable to threaten any Muslim. 
This is in accordance with the words of 
Almighty Allah, 'and fight the pagans all 
together as they fight you all together', and 'fight 
them until there is no more tumult or 
oppression, and there prevail justice and faith in 
Allah'” (fragment of Osama bin Laden’s fatwa, 
retrieved at http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Al-
qaeda) The inspiration may not reach the 
dubitative but strengthens the conviction of the 
Jihad-followers and serves as an example for 
other organizations with different ideology but 
the same methods. However, “the Americans” 
have only been able to overcome militarily (and 
in some manner politically) their foes. The 
message AL-Qaeda bears is clear, only death 
or victory will stop them.  

On September 11th, 2001 that 
message was clearly heard. Up to nineteen 
terrorists affiliated to Al-Qaeda hijacked four 
commercial airplanes that morning. Two of 
them were directed to New York City and 
crashed against the Twin Towers at the World 
Trade Center. The impact caused both 
buildings to collapse, damaging and destroying 
the surrounding structures. (Image here with 
subtitle: “Sequence of the second airplane 
crashing against the WTC”). Another one hit the 
Pentagon in Arlington, 
Virginia. The last one was 
directed by the hijackers 
on the way to 
Washington, D.C. It 
nevertheless crashed in a 
field close to Shanksville, 
a rural zone of 
Pennsylvania, supposedly 
caused by the efforts of its 
passengers and crew 
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members, who tried to regain control of the 
plane. No flight had a single survivor. 2993 
people died (including the 19 terrorists), most of 
them civilians. Over 90 nationalities were 
counted on the casualties. A worldwide tragedy 
that also affected the economy (stocks from 
airline and insurance radically fell). A mass-
murder attributed to Al-Qaeda. 

September 11th will always be remembered as 
the beginning of the global war on terrorism. 
Neither the declaration of war on the United 
States by bin Laden nor any of the other 
terrorist attacks had caused such union, 
compassion and cooperation in the international 
community. Before 9/11 it was just a battle 
against the group affecting the security of 
democracy, subsequent to the attacks it 
became a war not only of military power but on 
principles too something that at least on the 
US-led side didn’t exist in this confrontation. 
“Our nation, this generation, will lift the dark 
threat of violence from our people and our 
future. We will rally the world to this cause by 
our efforts, by our courage. We will not tire, we 
will not falter and we will not fail”. “Our war on 
terror begins with al Qaeda, but it does not end 
there. It will not end until every terrorist group of 
global reach has been found, stopped and 
defeated”. Both phrases were declared by 
President Bush on September 20th of 2001 to a 
Joint Session of the Congress but were 
intended to all American people. Therefore the 
confrontation between two cultures became a 
war to kill. 

The Current War: 

(Image here with subtitle: “President George W. 
Bush)  

After the terrorist attacks of September 
11, 2001 on U.S. soil, President George W. 
Bush asked the Taliban government to hand 
over Osama bin Laden and any other terrorist 
leader inside the country and immediately 
cease any support to al-Qaeda or any other 
terrorist group acting inside Afghanistan. For 
the President, the war wasn’t at first against 
Afghanistan or the Taliban but directed to 
dismantle Al-Qaeda, capture bin Laden and set 
a precedent against any terrorist organization. If 
a diplomatic solution could have been reached 
with the Taliban, Bush wouldn’t have had the 
necessity to launch a war in Afghanistan. The 
Taliban refusal to surrender bin Laden stressing 
that he was a guest in their country (Pashtun 
and Taliban codes of behavior require that 
guests be granted hospitality and asylum) made 
unavoidable for Bush’s regime to declare war 
on any Taliban government or any other 
organization or state that provided haven and/or 
help to any terrorist faction. It was a Bush 
Doctrine to make no difference between a 
terrorist group and any government harboring 
them. 

The international community reacted 
against the Taliban. On September 22 the 
United Arab Emirates withdrew its recognition 
of the Taliban as the legal government of 
Afghanistan due to the pressure emanated from 
the US policies and the differences brought by 
the Taliban denial to surrender a terrorist and 
mass-murder. Saudi Arabia followed this 
example the next day, leaving the Taliban 
administration with no further allied government 
or state apart from Pakistan.  

The hostilities were set to begin the 
7th of October, 2001. Just before the military 
attacks made by U.S. and U.K., the Taliban 
offered to try bin Laden in an Islamic Court 
inside Afghanistan. The fear of the major blow 
their country was about to receive made them 
look for a solution both plausible for their 
enemies and their Al-Qaeda friends. This 
maneuver seemed only a way to gain more 
time or to make a façade with the purpose of 
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getting Al-Qaeda to a safe refuge, 
acknowledging in the international community 
the retirement of the terrorist forces from 
Afghan territory. The 14th of the same month, 
after seven days of bombing by the U.S. and 
the U.K. the Taliban actually proposed to 
surrender bin Laden, with the condition of 
allowing him to receive the will-be trial on a third 
country not involved in the quarrel. Both 
proposals were rejected from the United States 
and the United Kingdom. They alleged that 
justice was for the American people not for any 
other country. Furthermore, the Bush Doctrine 
established by the US government took the 
Taliban as natural enemies, so any negotiation 
with the Afghan government was inoperative. 

On October 7th the Operation Enduring 
Freedom from the US and the British military's 
Operation Herrick were launched against 
Afghanistan. (Image here with subtitle: 
“Operation Enduring Freedom’s logo”) These 
operations were not allowed by the United 
Nations, but the creation of the ISAF 
(International Security Assistance Force) by the 
UN Security Council on December 20th made 
clear the support that the US and the UK had.  

At first, the attacks 
were perpetuated 
mainly by teams 
from the CIA's 
famed Special 
Activities Division 
and U.S. Army 
Special Forces from 
the 5th Special 

Forces Group, cooperating with the Northern 
Forces. The goal was to overthrow the Taliban 
government and hunt every al-Qaeda active 
down. There was no need for the participation 
of U.S. Military conventional forces to achieve 
this objective. 

The first bombings were focused on 
destroying the Taliban’s Air Forces and damage 
the terrorist’s training sites as to avoid any fast 
air response and cause confusion in the 

principal refuges of the terrorists. Then the 
campaign focused on command, control, and 
communication targets weakening the Taliban 
forces communication adding further 
uncertainty to them. However, two weeks after 
the start of the bombing, no great battlefield 
success in the line that the Northern Alliance 
held had been achieved. That made the 
Alliance’s leaders to demand the U.S. Air 
Forces to concentrate more on the front lines 
where the Taliban still stood firm. In the interim, 
thousands of Pashtun militiamen from Pakistan 
came into Afghanistan to aid the Taliban 
against their opponents. Nevertheless, with the 
support of the American forces, the Northern 
Alliance began to get serious results against the 
Taliban’s front. 

The Taliban had never experienced an 
amount of power as superior as the U.S. Forces 
were. By November 9th, the Northern Alliance 
had managed to seize Mazar-i Sharif, a great 
blow to the Taliban and an important victory to 
the allies, cutting off the supply lines used by 
the Taliban. The achievement lay on the 
conquering of two major airports and a main 
road to Uzbekistan presumable used by the US 
enemy. The capture of Mazar-i-Sharif was 
considered the attainment of the Northern 
Alliance as the “Masters of Afghanistan” by the 
Taliban.  

 

On the night 
of the 12th of 
November, the 
Taliban forces fled 
from Kabul, leaving 
the capital of 
Afghanistan to be 
taken the next day by 
the Northern Alliance 
without resistance. 
Just twenty-four 
hours later all the 
Afghan provinces 
along the Iranian 
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border had fallen. The Toa Bora’s bombings 
started on November 16th. Kandahar, the 
Taliban Movement’s birthplace, was been taken 
by the end of November and beginnings of 
December. On November 25th the first 
significant U.S. combat troops arrived with the 
purpose of securing the conquered cities and to 
push forward Kandahar. Now the concentration 
of the U.S. forces laid on Tora Bora (image 
here with subtitle: “The bombing of Tora Bora”).  

 

Al-Qaeda remained in the mountains 
of Tora Bora. Meanwhile an anti-Taliban tribal 
militia kept pushing bin Laden across the 
difficult terrain, following and defeating every 
Taliban and/or Al-Qaeda assembly. They were 
backed by UK Special Forces; in the mean time 
air attacks launched by the US weakened the 
terrorists, forcing them to retreat faster. Al-
Qaeda militia-men settled a truce. This was 
accepted; in exchange, the tribal militia asked 
for their enemies’ weapons to be surrendered. 
This deceive fabricated by Al-Qaeda was used 
to allow the high commanders of the 
organization to escape without being delayed 
by the attacks and the bombings. On December 
12th, the fighting aroused again. The 
assumption dictates that a rear guard, looking 
for more time for the force to escape through 
the White Mountains into Pakistan, opened fire 
and restarted the battle. But the tribal forces, 
helped by the UK Special Forces and the US 
bombings, quickly managed to push toward the 
mountainous region. 

By December 17th, the last cave 
complex had been taken. The defenses settled 
on the mountains were overpowered.   The US 
and the UK forces prolonged a search that 
stretched until January but there was no sign of 
bin Laden or Al-Qaeda high command, which 

probably escaped to Pakistan. Around 200 Al-
Qaeda troops were killed. No American or 
British death occurred. The number of anti-
Taliban tribal forces deceases remains 
unknown. 

On December 20th the Security 
Council approved resolution 1386, stating the 
authorization for the ISAF to help the Afghan 
Interim Authority “in the maintenance of security 
in Kabul and its surrounding areas, so that the 
Afghan Interim Authority as well as the 
personnel of the United Nations can operate in 
a secure environment”, among other 
specifications about the ISAF. This was a way 
to accept and improve the Bonn Agreement, 
signed previously on the 5th of that same 
month. 

 

 

TOPIC’S PROBLEMATIC 

Currently there are two major 
operations in Afghan soil. The first one is the 
International Security Assistance Force 
launched by the Security Council as a 
preemptive operation with the goal of 
maintaining order and secure the environment 
as to allow the Afghan Interim Authority and the 
UN officers to work for the benefit of the 
reorganization needed in Afghanistan. The 
protection of the innocent people will be 
primordial and repelling any attack or 
insurrection against the AIA are necessary 
functions that this force will include. The peace 
in Afghanistan lingers in their hands. Whether 
this force will remain under the UN mandate it’s 
a secondary question to which are going to be 
the targets of the ISAF. (Image here, subtitle: 
“ISAF troops patrolling”)  
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The second force consists of the US 
troops in Afghanistan. There’s no current Al-
Qaeda activity inside the country, so in some 
way the short-term goal established for these 
troops has been achieved: the liberation of 
Afghanistan from any terrorist group (let’s 
remember that according to Bush’s Doctrine the 
Taliban are considered terrorists). Their 
presence in Afghanistan guarantees the 
remaining of the Afghan Interim Authority, being 
the Americans the reason for the success of the 
anti-Taliban campaign. Fear of the US power 
makes any Taliban move to be reconsidered, 
even aborted. However, to seek for Osama bin 
Laden would mean to attack another country 
like Pakistan. An event like this would not only 
reemerge war itself but would create a conflict 
far bigger than the one we still have in hands. 
The intentions of the US most be clarified to the 
whole international community. Protecting the 
AIA can be handled through the ISAF. Help 
from the US to this force will be much 
appreciated. Therefore, stating if the US forces 
will join the ISAF or progressively retreat from 
Afghanistan once its security is protected is 
necessary for the UN to know which will be the 
next step. 

On the other hand, the surrounding 
countries shall help the ISAF forces to find, 
engage and defeat any terrorist cell that may 
have crossed the border of Afghanistan to their 
soil. In this objective American forces and the 
help they receive could be decisive. Pakistani 

authorities have now the responsibility of 
forbidding the Taliban and the Al-Qaeda activist 
to trespass their vigilance. Whether the 
Pakistani forces are sufficient to stop the 
terrorists from escaping shall be discussed. 
Part of the international community thinks the 
answer is negative, and will look for the 
Pakistani government to accept the deployment 
of US forces on their soil. However, suspicions 
of Pakistan not willing to help have reached the 
UN, arousing fear in those who look for the 
punishment of the terrorists. 

Alas, any insurrection may cause the 
reopening of massive hostilities, something the 
international community is looking to avoid. 
Peace is fragile in Afghanistan. Cooperation will 
be needed if the accomplishment of stability in 
the region will be pursued.  

 

UN PAST ACTIONS 

The United Nations have always been 
unsuccessful defining what terrorism means. 
This indicates the difficulties that such term 
brings in a discussion. Nonetheless, the UN has 
been very interested in any matter called a 
terrorist act or linked to one. The United Nations 
has never tolerated any act of evil or threat 
against mankind. It deplores the savagism that 
comes from any act of the so-called terrorists 
groups. Sanctions to those regimes that allow, 
help and/or urge terrorism as a way of 
expressing their ideas have always been 
recriminated by the UN and sanctioned if 
necessary. Disapproval of terrorism led the UN 
committees to look for a way to stop its 
implementations.  

The UN 
Security Council 
due to the 
continuous 
confrontations 
and wars the 
country has lived 
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since the Soviet invasion has always watched 
Afghanistan. When the Taliban manage to win 
control over Afghanistan and started acting 
against the UN Charter, the Security Council 
immediately acted against their wrong-doing. 
Resolution 1267 was voted on October 15th, 
1999 and it already asked the Taliban to stop 
harboring terrorists and their training sites. It 
also demanded the Taliban to turn over bin 
Laden to the “appropriate authorities in a 
country where he has been indicted, or to 
appropriate authorities in a country where he 
will be returned to such a country, or to 
appropriate authorities in a country where he 
will be arrested and effectively brought to 
justice”. (Image here, subtitle: “A UN helicopter 
on duty in Afghanistan”) Some penalties were 
also established for the countries of the UN to 
apply to the Taliban in case none of the above 
was accepted. Many other resolutions have 
been made by this committee on the 
Afghanistan situation. This is a list of some of 
the most relevant: 

RESOLUTION 1267                                                                         
http://www.undemocracy.com/S-RES-
1267(1999).pdf 

RESOLUTION 1269 
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1269 

RESOLUTION 1333                                                                       
http://www.undemocracy.com/S-RES-
1333(2000).pdf 

RESOLUTION 1363                                                                       
http://www.undemocracy.com/S-RES-
1363(2001).pdf 

RESOLUTION 1368                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1368 

RESOLUTION 1373                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1373 

RESOLUTION 1377                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1377 

RESOLUTION 1378                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1378 

RESOLUTION 1383                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1383 

RESOLUTION 1386                                                                       
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/United_Nations
_Security_Council_Resolution_1386 

 

COMMITTEE’S APPROACH 

This committee will have to decide the 
importance, objectives and requirements of the 
forces remaining in Afghanistan. The main 
question will be how to achieve peace in the 
region. But achieving this peace does not 
implement to leave aside neither the philosophy 
nor the ideology that the United Nations 
promote. The safety shall be acquired with 
moral grounds well known. The knowledge of 
the culture and the history of the zone will be 
necessary to achieve these goals. Defining a 
course of action against terrorism that does not 
affect innocents would be an excellent 
achievement as to avoid more damage on a 
society. Respect for human life is one of the UN 
mottos and shall be respected. This situation 
will remain as a precedent to any other direct 
fight against terrorism. On the other hand, an 
ideological attack against the philosophy of Al-
Qaeda (in this particular case) or any other 
terrorist group (as to mark a precedent) would 
be preferred before another major attack. This 
campaign’s leadership should rest on the UN, 
with the Secretary General as the director and 
the committees as the executors. To have the 
upper hand in this idealistic confrontation will 
determine the fall of the terrorists’ way of living 
and acting. 



�

���������	
�����
�
 �

�

� ����
��
���������


���������	
�
������
������	


 

LINKS OF INTEREST 

GENERAL OVERVIEW 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/War_in_Afghanis
tan_(2001%E2%80%93present) 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Operation_Endur
ing_Freedom 
http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm?
action=conflict_search&l=1&t=1&c_country
=1 
http://www.afghanconflictmonitor.org/confli
ct_profiles.html 
http://www.afghanconflictmonitor.org/PPC_
backgrounder.pdf 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Afghan_Civil_Wa
r 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/War_on_Terror 
http://www.parl.gc.ca/information/library/PR
Bpubs/prb0726-e.htm 
http://www.afghangovernment.com/AfghanA
greementBonn.htm 
http://www.pbs.org/newshour/terrorism/inter
national/fatwa_1996.html 
 
 
ATTACKS BEFORE CURRENT WAR 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bombing_of_Afg
hanistan_and_Sudan_(August_1998) 
http://web.archive.org/web/20060909050523/
http://www.library.cornell.edu/colldev/midea
st/sudbous.htm 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1998_U.S._emba
ssy_bombings 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/World_Trade_Ce
nter_bombing 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/September_11_a
ttacks 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/U.S._military_res
ponse_during_the_September_11_attacks 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reactions_to_th
e_September_11_attacks#cite_note-0 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/US_government
_response_to_the_September_11,_2001_att
acks  
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SITUATION IN KASHMIR 

Kashmir is the northwestern region of 
the Indian subcontinent. The region is divided 
among three countries that have a claim in the 
region: Pakistan controls the northwest portion 
(Northern Areas and Azad 
Kashmir), India controls the central and 
southern portion (Jammu and Kashmir) 
and Ladakh, and China controls the 
northeastern portion (Aksai Chin and the Trans-
Karakoram Tract).  

 

PAST HISTORY 
 

Kashmir was originally a Hindu-center. 
From the second part of the XIV century, 
Muslim sultans controlled the area for two 
centuries. Akbar the Mughal Emperor of India, 
conquered Kashmir between 1586 and 1592, 
and the Kashmir became part of the Mughal 
Empire.   The Mughal Era came to an end with 
the invasion of Persian leader Nadir Shah, 
which left the Mughals in disarray. The Afghans 
saw an opportunity and invaded Kashmir, which 
they ruled from 1756. In 1819 Kashmir was 
conquered by Ranjit Singh, Sikh Maharaja of 
Punjab. In 1846 Gulab Singh, the governor of 
Jammu, signed a treaty with Great Britain 
(Which ruled India by the time) making him the 
governor of Kashmir and forming the Princely 
State of Jammu and Kashmir. The Princely 
State of Jammu and Kashmir was somewhat 
artificial in composition and did not develop a 
fully coherent identity, partly as a result of 
combining disparate regions, religions, and 
ethnicities:  to the east, Ladakh was ethnically 
and culturally Tibetan and its inhabitants 
practiced Buddhism; to the south, Jammu had a 
mixed population of Hindus, Muslims and Sikhs; 
in the heavily populated central Kashmir valley, 
the population was overwhelmingly Sunni 
Muslim, however, there was also a small but 
influential Hindu minority, to the scarcely 
populated north was an area of diverse, mostly 
muslim Shi' a groups, to the west, Poonch was 

Muslim, but of different ethnicity than the 
Kashmir valley. 
After the Indian Rebellion of 1857, in which, 
Kashmir sided with the British. British India was 
directly ruled by the British Crown as a colonial 
possession of the United Kingdom, and India 
was officially known after 1876 as the Empire of 
India.  India consisted of regions referred to 
as British India that were directly administered 
by the British, and other regions, the Princely 
States, that were ruled by Indian rulers. These 
rulers were allowed a measure of internal 
autonomy in exchange for the British controlling 
foreign affairs.  
 

 
Indian Empire (British India) 

 
 
 

           

 
            India                            Pakistan 
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  On 15 August 1947, India gained 
independence from British rule, causing mass 
exodus: Approximately 10 million Sikhs and 
Hindus, that didn’t want to stay in Muslim 
Pakistan, moved south while 7 million Muslims, 
fearing violent reactions in India, moved north 
across the newly formed border. But at the 
same time Muslim-majority areas 
were partitioned to form a separate state 
of Pakistan, Hindu Maharaja Hari Singh refused 
to merge his kingdom of Kashmir with neither 
India nor Pakistan. Kashmiri Muslims revolted 
and violence spread. Hari decided to unite with 
India and fled Kashmir. Its accession to India 
became a matter of dispute between the two 
countries and fighting broke out later that year. 
Indian planes dropped 329 Sikhs soldiers at 
Srinagar to secure the airport. Additional Indian 
troops arriving by air and ground 
reinforcements drove back the Pakistani 
fighters. Fighting continued until January 1, 
1949, when the United Nations brokered an 
agreement; in July 1949, India and Pakistan 
signed the Karachi Agreement; temporarily 
providing half of Kashmir to Pakistan and half to 
India, establishing a ceasefire line to be 
supervised by observers.  India agreed to the 
U.N�� s call for a plebiscite, allowing Kashmiris 
to determine their own fate. Kashmir remained 
a disputed territory, divided along a Line of 
Control. The referendum has never taken place. 
At the end of 1971, fighting again broke out 

between India and Pakistan. When a ceasefire 
was agreed again, a number of positions on 
both sides of the 1949 ceasefire line had 
changed hands. In July 1972, India and 
Pakistan signed an agreement defining a Line 
of Control in Kashmir, which, with small 
changes, followed the same 
guidelines

 as the ceasefire line established by the Karachi 
Agreement in 1949. In the late 1990s, Islamic 
militants from Pakistan joined Kashmir 
extremists in attacks on Indian interests in 
Kashmir, hoping to force India to permit 
�������	 � s self-determination. In May 1998, 
India detonated five nuclear devices under the 
Rajastan Desert. Pakistan responded by 
conducting a series of underground nuclear 
tests in Baluchistan.  
Tensions between the two countries increased 
into the next year; in mid-1999 hoping to 
pressure India into a dialog over resolving the 
Kashmir issue, insurgents and Pakistani 
soldiers from Pakistani Kashmir infiltrated 
into Jammu and Kashmir. Clashes in the region 
of Kargil brought the two nuclear powers to the 
brink of war. Again in December 2001, militant 
attacks on the Indian parliament increased 
tensions between the two nuclear powers. 
 
After September 11, 2001, Al-Qaeda and the 
Taliban started moving to Pakistan, and since 
that started; the militant groups in Pakistan and 
Kashmir have gotten stronger with their 
support. The main groups of Pakistan and 
Kashmir are:  
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·  Harakat al-Mujahidin (Which means 
Movement of the Holy Warriors): 

	 Goals: Harakat seeks to liberate 
Kashmir from Indian occupation, merge 
Kashmir with Pakistan, and create an 
Islamic state.  

	 History: Harakat formed in the mid-
1980s. Efforts intensified with increased 
recruitment after the Soviet withdrawal 
from Afghanistan. Contributions and 
support from Saudi Arabia, Pakistan, 
and other Muslim countries enabled 
Harakat to continue to launch attacks 
from Pakistan into Indian-held Kashmir 
throughout the 1990s. The 
organization’s leader from 1998 until 
2000 maintained a good working 
relationship with bin Laden and the 
Taliban. Harakat ran training camps in 
eastern Afghanistan and many recruits 
came from madrasas (Orthodox Islamic 
schools) in Pakistan. In 2000, many of 
Harakat’s members defected to Jaish-I 
Muhammad, a militant organization 
operating in the region. Violence in 
Kashmir has claimed the lives of some 
30,000 people since 1990. 

	 Notorious actions:  
Kidnapping: In July 1995, a 
splinter group called Al-Faran 
kidnapped and executed five 
Western tourists in Kashmir.  
Hijacking: In December 1999, 
Harakat hijacked an Indian 
airliner, diverted it to Afghanistan, 
and threatened to execute the 155 
passengers unless a number of 
imprisoned Islamic militants were 
released from Indian jails. Two of 
the most notable released 
militants were Ahmad Omar 
Sheikh and Maulana Masood 
Azhar (Who later attacked the 
Indian Parliament in December 
2001).  
Execution of Daniel Pearl: One of 
the freed militants, Sheikh, was 

arrested in 2002 for the murder of 
“Wall Street Journal” journalist 
Daniel Pearl. 

	 Leadership: Fazlur Rahman, head of 
the Pakistani politico-religious 
organization Jamiat-i Ulema-i Islami, 
led Harakat from 1998 until 2000. Faruq 
Kashmiri currently runs Harakat’s 
operations. 
After the September 11, 2001 attacks 
and the U.S. retaliation against the 
Taliban, the Pakistani government 
hunted down on a number of militant 
groups. Harakat and other militant 
organizations have reacted by going 
underground, changing their names, 
and attacking targets in Pakistan.  
 
 

·  Jaish-i Muhammad (Which means Army of 
Muhammad):  

	 Goals: Harakat seeks to liberate 
Kashmir from Indian occupation, merge 
Kashmir with Pakistan, and create an 
Islamic state. 

	 History: Jaish was born of the militant 
activities of Jamiat-i Ulema-i Islami and 
Harakat al-Mujahidin in 2000. 

	 Notorious actions:  
The Indian government has blamed 
Jaish and Lashkar-i Tayyiba for the 
attacks on the Indian parliament in 
December 2001 that left nine dead. 
This attack brought India and Pakistan 
to the brink of nuclear war the following 
year. 

	 Leadership: In December 1999, Islamic 
militants hijacked an Indian airliner and 
landed it in Afghanistan. As a result, the 
Indian government released Pakistani 
cleric Maulana Masood Azhar from an 
Indian prison. After his release, he 
formed Jaish-i Muhammad. 

 
After the defeat of the Taliban in 

Afghanistan, many remnants of their forces and 
of Al-Qaeda dispersed into the tribal areas and 
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elsewhere in Pakistan. Al-Qaeda’s modus 
operandis seems to have been adopted by 
Islamic militant activity in Pakistan in 2002 and 
2003, this is the price that Pakistan has paid for 
helping the U.S. on the War on Terror:  

	 January, 2002: Daniel Pearl, a reporter 
for the “Wall Street Journal”, is 
kidnapped and savagely murdered. 

	 March 2002: A plot on a Christian 
church in Islamabad kills five, including 
two Americans. 

	 April, 2002: An attempt to 
assassinate Pakistani President 
Musharraf during a motorcade in 
Karachi fails. Elements in the 
president’s own government are 
apparently involved, including Wasim 
Akhtar, an inspector for the 
paramilitary Pakistan Rangers, who 
provided the president’s itinerary.  

	 May 2002: A bomb outside the 
Sheraton Hotel kills 14 people 
including 11 French engineers.  

	 June, 2002: A car bomb explodes 
killing 12 Pakistanis outside the U.S. 
consulate in Karachi.   

	 August, 2002: Militants kill 11 in two 
separate attacks at a Christian 
hospital in Taxila and a Christian 
missionary school in Murre.  

	 September, 2002: Ramzi bin Al-Shibh, 
a leading figure in the September 11 
attacks, is arrested in Karachi after an 
Al-Jazeera broadcast, in which he 
praised recent military activities. 

	 September, 2002: At the Institute of 
Peace and Justice, a Christian charity 
in Karachi, seven Christian workers are 
killed. Gunmen tape the victim’s hands 
and mouth before executing them. 

	 March, 2003: Pakistani officials arrest 
Khalid Sheikh Muhammad, a high-
ranking Al-Qaeda officer believed to be 
the key planner of the September 11 
attacks, in Rawalpindi, Pakistan, and 
hand him over to U.S. officials. 

 

 
Besides of the terrorist attacks 

Kashmir suffers still by the diversity of 
ethnicities and religions, the differences 
between this various ethnicities and religions 
caused which may escalate into ethnic and 
religious fighting:  
 
 
 
 

 
   
 
PROBLEM DISCUSSION  
 

The main problem in Jammu and 
Kashmir is the diversity of ethnicities and 
religion, which has caused clashes since British 
India separated in Pakistan and India, and 
Kashmir was caught between the newly formed 
nations. Although since Kashmir has been 
divided across a L.O.C. (Line of Control) by the 
United Nations, which has turned into the actual 
border between the two countries in Kashmir, 
the region has become a pile of gunpowder 
because of its instability caused by constant 
fighting which in more than one opportunity has 
brought India and Pakistan to war. 
 

Administrated  
by: 

Area Population % 
Muslim 

% 
Hindu 

% 
Buddhist 

% 
Other 

India Kashm
ir 
Valley 
 
Jammu  
 
Ladakh                       

4 million 
 
 
3 million 
 
0.25 million 

95% 
 
 
30% 
 
46% 
(Shia) 

4%  
 
 
66% 
 
0% 

0% 
 
 
0% 
 
55% 

0% 
 
 
4% 
 
3% 

Pakistan Northe
rn 
Areas 
 
Azad 
Kashm
ir 

1 million 
 
 
2.6 million 

99% 
 
 
100% 

0% 
 
 
0% 

0% 
 
 
0% 

0% 
 
 
0% 

China Aksai 
Chin 

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 
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Although diverse solutions have been 
suggested, being the plebiscite one of the main, 
none of them seem to get both sides to agree. 
The plebiscite which was the solution proposed 
by the U.N. and the one India agreed with, has 
never taken place, and many consider is no 
more a viable option. Another solution which a 
group of Kashmiris supports that is 
independence of Kashmir and withdrawal of 
both Pakistan and India, this solution is 
overshadowed by popular factions who support 
either India or Pakistan.   
 

There is also the issue of terrorist 
groups, like Harakat al-Mujahidin and Jaish-I 
Muhammad, whose goal is to unite Kashmir 
and Pakistan and establish an Islamic state. 
The main problem with these groups that are 
based in Pakistan and Kashmir and attack 
Indian interest in Kashmir, is that since Pakistan 
is a country which has nuclear weapons, and 
recently has had abrupt regime changes which 
don’t necessarily include democracy, if one of 
those nuclear weapons where to find its way 
from the nuclear arsenal to the terrorist groups, 
it could be carried across to India and 
detonated, causing millions of deaths and 
starting a nuclear war between the two regional 
powers; causing damages beyond possible 
reparations and sealing Kashmir’s fate. 
 

In recent there has also been an 
increase of terrorism in Kashmir caused by the 
War on Terror of the United States in 
Afghanistan, causing the Taliban and Al-Qaeda 
to move to Pakistan and adding more support 
to terrorist activity, this has not only affected 
Kashmir but Pakistan also since it is an open 
ally of the United States on the War on Terror; 
causing Pakistan to pay the price of its alliance 
with the United States. 
  

All of these of problems have plagued 
Kashmir for years, and caused suffering for the 
people of Kashmir, who live there and have to 
deal with these problems every day of their 
lives, although Kashmir has seen some 

improvement in recent years, this is only 
temporarily and can been turned at any 
moment because of the instability in the region, 
it should be the intention of this committee to 
find an solution which pleases India, Pakistan 
and most important, the people of Kashmir.    
 
 
 
 
U.N�� S PAST ACTIONS  

 
The UN Security Council on 20 

January 1948 passed Resolution 39, 
establishing a special commission to investigate 
the conflict. Subsequent to the commission's 
recommendation, the Security Council ordered 
in its Resolution 47, passed on 21 April 1948, 
that the invading Pakistani army retreat from 
Jammu & Kashmir and that the accession of 
Kashmir to either India or Pakistan be 
determined in accordance with a plebiscite to 
be supervised by the UN (Which has never 
taken place).   
 
INTERNATIONAL OPINION 
 

 
Human rights abuse has been made 

against the Indian Armed Forces and militant 
groups in Jammu and Kashmir, although 
allegedly the Indian Armed Forces are more to 
blame for human rights violations than militant 
groups. The European Union has viewed that 
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the plebiscite is not in Kashmiri's interest. The 
United States government wanting to restrain 
militancy in the world, urged Pakistan to cease 
infiltrations by Islamist militants into India- 
administered Kashmir. President Barack 
Obama has expressed his intention to try to 
work with India and Pakistan to resolve this 
crisis in a serious way. 
Possible Solutions 
 
Considering that the past resolutions of the 
United Nation’s Security Council have only 
addressed the issue of peacekeeping, 
recommending possible solutions to both 
governments have not worked in solving the 
cause of the dispute of India and Pakistan in 
the matter of Jammu and Kashmir. The 
following possible solutions are proposed:  
 

- Treaty between India and Pakistan to 
enforce the Plebiscite: If an agreement 
were to be reached between the two 
governments about Jammu and 
Kashmir; a plebiscite in Jammu and 
Kashmir that decides the fate of this 
region will be the most viable solution. 

- Independence of Kashmir: If Pakistan 
and India were to give both claims of 
the region, a certain if not a full grade of 
independence will be given to the 
region.  

- Increase security measures: If no 
agreement is reached between India 
and Pakistan, an increase of 
peacekeeping forces and security 
measures, that would allow an stricter 
control on the line of control, 

- To stop or reduce the terrorist attacks; to 
prevent further provocation.   

 
 

COMMITTEE APPROACH 
 
 

The committee should act with caution, 
since this is a delicate matter, and make a 
resolution which is realistic and pleases both 
sides. Instead of observing, the committee should 
act and learn of its earlier mistakes. The 
committee should also take into account the 
opinion of Pakistan, India and the people of 
Kashmir, instead of only thinking of its own 
nation’s interests, since they are the most affected 
by the committee’s decisions. 
 
Taking into account previous mistakes before 
making a decision should be one the priorities, 
since it is the committee’s duty to solve the 
problem and not to postpone it. 
 
 
LINKS 
 
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kashmir_confli

ct  
·  http://www.un.org/Depts/dpko/missions/un

mogip/background.html 

·  http://www.un.org/Depts/dpko/missions/un
mogip/index.html  

·  http://www.kashmir.net/history.php 
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/British_India  
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/British_Empire

_in_India  
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Pakistan 
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/India  
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kashmir  
·  http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Princely_state_

of_Kashmir_and_Jammu  
 


