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Topic Synopsis: Somalia

Background:

The country of Somalia is located on the Horn of Africa and borders Djibouti, Kenya, and Ethiopia. Somalia is the result of the unification of the British and Italian Somalilands. Although the Somali people were separated in the colonial era, Somalis remain some of the most alike and cohesive peoples in Africa. Somalia gained its independence in 1960 from both countries holding it under control. 

In 1969, a militant leader named Said Barre seized power and took control over all of Somalia. Initially, he claimed to have set up a socialist government but he instead used his power and the citizens’ money to finance his military conquest against Ethiopia. His main purpose for the conquest was to acquire the Ogaden plateau region. He was ultimately unsuccessful in capturing the region due to Ethiopia’s foreign military aid from Cuba and Soviet armed forces. The Soviet Union withdrew their support of this “socialist” nation once Somalia attacked Ethiopia.

After the failed conquest, the economy suffered tremendously and Barre took the role of an authoritarian. The government ruled by Barre began protesting his power over them and internal chaos occurred as a result.  For 15 years after that, there was no form of a government creating the ideal example of modern-day anarchy.

In 1991, Mohammad Ali Mahdi took over Barre and assumed power over the country stricken with factional unrest. The capital city, Mogadishu, was being held under control by Mahdi’s head general, Mohammad Farah Aidid. While factional fighting was occurring, the citizens of the country were starving. The extremely hostile living environment led to the deaths of 300,000 as well as 1.5 million refugees. 

Since the famine and refugees became transparent to the UN, the UN brought in peacekeeping forces to settle the unrest in the region, but instead received heavy resistance as well as losses from the factions, which made the Somali area noted on an international scale. 

Since the UN peacekeeping mission occurred, a transitional government has been put in place. The once powerful, dangerous factions lost most of their power and territory and while they still strongly oppose the government, they have little resource to act on their inclination. A ceasefire agreement had been put in place, but it has been violated by the Somalis so many times it is considered to be futile.  

The Somali people live under a functioning government but they have had little practice or education in understanding how a government works. They also have very limited resources to start their economy again since it has been in ruin for the last 25 years. With severely diminished international attention and aid, little is done to help Somalia “get back on its feet” so to speak. 

UN Involvement:


The UN has been actively involved in attempting to limit the strife in Somalia. The UN sent peacekeepers into Somalia amidst the conflict in 1992 and stayed there till 1995, when the UN decided to leave the region because it was still in a military state, not ready for peacekeeping.  The UN has abstained from any physical presence in the region since pulling out in 1995.  This in no way means that the UN had forgotten about Somalia in its tribulations.  The UN has been active with peace talks, and giving humanitarian aid to the desperate Somalis.  The UN reported in that during the drought in 2006 millions of Somalis left the region, in hopes of gaining a better life.  In December 2006 the Security Council asked the African Union to send troops to the region, but specifically stated that no neighboring nations should be involved.  Later that month, the Security Council attempted to ask foreign troops to leave Somalia; a resolution could not be passed.  In February 2007, the Security Council passed a resolution that called upon a six month African Union force stationed in Somalia. In the year 2007 alone the Security Council has passed three resolutions: S/RES/1772 (2007), S/RES/1766 (2007), S/RES/1744 (2007), in attempt to curb the violence currently in the Horn of Africa. Recently a report from the Secretary General has been released, stating that the situation in Somalia is too dangerous to send peacekeepers.  The Security Council has ignored this report, and plans on sending Peacekeepers to the region.

Bloc Positions

Western Nation:  These would include the United States and most European Nations.  In recent past, Somalia was considered a no-go zone and as a result most countries had not given this conflict much attention. However, with the rise of Islamic jihadists in Somalia, it has raised concerns about the links to Al Qaeda organization. As a result, the United States has provided intelligence and other support to the Ethiopian/Transitional government forces to fight the Islamic insurgency.  Most likely, the other Western Nations will support the position taken by the United States.

Asian Nations: These nations currently have very little stance on this conflict.  These nations are more concerned with Darfur than Somalia.

Middle Eastern Nations: As the conflict in Somalia, is turning into more of an issue with Islamic fundamentalism, the position of the Middle Eastern bloc nations will be varied. The Islamic nations would most likely side with the Islamic insurgents in Somalia and would speak against Western involvement.  

African Union Nations: Many of the neighboring African nations are very concerned with the rising conflict in Somalia and also about the increasing refugee crisis. These African nations are trying to do everything in their power to bring peace to the region.  African Nations do not have enough peacekeeping forces, and would welcome involvement of the United Nations to bring about a peaceful resolution to this crisis. 

Islamic African Nations: These nations have a more sympathetic view of the crisis in Somalia. They are more likely to side with the Islamic insurgents, mainly based on their religious beliefs and links to al-Qaeda terrorist organization.  

Questions:

1) How is your nation willing to contribute to either side of this conflict?

2) How is your nation involved in the conflict?

3) How does your nation propose this conflict be solved?

4) What resolution has your nation passed?

5) Does your nation believe that Ethiopia has a legitimate role in Somalia?

Topic Synopsis: Iraq/ Turkey

Background:


The Iraq War has been an international concern since September 11, 2001 when Islamic radicals hijacked 4 planes and crashed them into the twin towers of the World Trade Center as well as the Pentagon in the United States. The terrorist attacks shook the world. As a result, the newly elected president, George W. Bush, committed his presidency to stopping terrorism and increasing security in the country. 

The search for consolation and closure led the US armed forces to Afghanistan to find Osama Bin Laden, the self proclaimed leader if the September 11th attacks. Once in Afghanistan, the Americans were unable to find Osama Bin Laden but then traveled to the country of Iraq to capture the despotic leader, Saddam Hussein, who is rumored to have supported Osama Bin Laden as well as possessing “weapons of mass destruction”(wmd’s). On December 14th 2003, the coalition forces of USA and British forces captured Saddam Hussein and ended his dictatorship rule over the country of Iraq. 

At first, this landmark occurrence seemed to promise prosperity in the nation but the result was bittersweet. Although, Hussein’s leadership was one of tyranny, murder, and oppression, it was a form of leadership nevertheless. By removing him, all radical Islamic factions came out of the woodwork to claim power and influence that he previously suppressed by his dominant control of the nation. The new struggle began to control the extremely volatile area, which included Kurdish, Sunni, and Shiite violent factions as well as to set up a makeshift, interim democratic Iraqi government with its own self- sustaining military force. This struggle against these three groups of factions seemed to be never ending with heavy losses on both sides turning into somewhat of a stalemate.

 As of the last 18 months, most uprisings have been contained with the exception of terrorist cells making singular attacks such as suicidal and car bombs. However, there is a new uprising currently being proven to be difficult to contain. The Mahdi Army led by Muqtada al-Sadr has been wreaking havoc in all parts of the country. And as the Mahdi Army gained and continues to gain power, many Iraqi citizens have been convinced that the Mahdi Army is trying to “save the nation from the outsiders”. This shift in popular opinion of the Iraqis has led to such problems as children as young as seven years old carrying weapons and attacking soldiers. At this point in the war, the new goals have been to setup a prosperous economy, a stable, functioning government. as well as to remove the dependency on American forces and to evacuate the country once it is stable. 

The problem with the evacuation is the question over the method of doing this. There is the option to create timetables in which certain amounts of soldiers are removed over a period of time until they are no longer in the country at all. The concern with this is that once the armed forces leave, the factions would take over the makeshift government currently set in place. This would be both havoc in the country and embarrassment for the coalition forces. The second option is to do a troop surge in which more troops are brought in to overwhelm the factions and remove power to such factions as the Mahdi Army. This approach is considered with hesitancy because if the surge was not effective, more soldiers would simply be stuck in the disaster already consuming 139,000 troops. The third option would be to evacuate the soldiers over the course of a small amount of time such as a month or two. While this seems to be the most popular approach, it is both the riskiest and potentially catastrophic solution. There truly seems to be no simple easy solution to the war. What do you think can be accomplished to provide stability in this region, specifically the northern Iraq area?

UN Involvement:

The UN has been pushed away by the United States since the beginning of this conflict. In September 2002 President George Bush told the General Assembly either to help the US attack Iraq or to stand aside. In November 2002 IAEA inspectors went through Iraq and endorsed a resolution by the UN stating that there should be sever actions against the nation if they were in a “material breach”. Once a government was installed after the ousting of Saddam Hussein, the UN relieved economic sanctions against the nation and backed the government in the striving for democracy.  In August 2003 the UN felt the devastating affects of the war when its headquarters in Baghdad were bombed.  As the UN is not actively involved in the conflict they are monitoring the situation, and providing reports to make sure that no human rights violations occur. In the last year the Security Council has passed two resolutions concerning the conflict as a whole: S/RES/1770 (2007) and S/RES/1762 (2007).  The United Nations is deeply concerned with the welfare of the Iraqi citizens and their neighbors and continues to watch the unfolding of the war, eager to help every step of the way. This committee will focus on the crisis within the War in Iraq: the conflict between PKK forces and the Turkish government.  The UN has not previously addressed this issue, yet foresees that it could lead to a horrid catastrophe.  

Bloc Positions:

Western Nations: These include the United States and most European Nations.  These nations have had support from the Kurds in the fight against Iraq. Kurdistan is also strategically important to the Western nations because of their oil reserves and their political power. It is in the best interest of these nations to bring a peaceful and diplomatic resolution to the Kurd conflict

Asian Nations: Have a very little stance in this conflict.  These nations would most likely side with the Western nations on any resolutions to this topic.

Middle Eastern Nations (Turkey, Iraq, and Iran):  These three specific nations have a lot at stake in his crisis. Majority of the Kurds live in one of these three nations. A long time struggle to have a separate nation of the Kurds called Kurdistan is at the heart of this conflict. The Kurd rebels continue to attack strategic locations in Turkey and Iran for their cause. Most of these rebels reside in Iraq, causing tensions between Iraq, turkey and Iran as well. As a result, these nations are trying to stop the Kurdish rebels by whatever means.  

African Nations- These nations are immensely caught up in their own conflicts that they do not have any position on the conflict with the Kurds.  These countries are mainly neutral.

Questions:
1) How does your nation feel about an independent Kurdistan?

2) How has your nation been involved in the War in Iraq?

3) What permanent solutions could be applied to this conflict?

4) Does Turkey have the right to attack PEK rebels in Iraq?

5) Does the PEK commit illegal acts to the welfare of society?

