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KnightMUN IX

General Assembly Fourth Committee

Greetings Distinguished Delegates:

Welcome to KnightMUN IX! My name is Rachel Chang and I will serve as your director for the General Assembly Fourth Committee, the Special Political and Decolonization Committee of the United Nations. I am a second-year student at the University of Florida, majoring in Finance with a minor in Chinese. I have been involved with Model United Nations (MUN) since my senior year in high school. Traveling to MUN conferences has exposed me to many new sights, new people, and has helped me gain valuable insight about the world we live in. I hope that KnightMUN IX will provide the same opportunity for you. 

The topics for this committee are Assistance in Mine Action and International Cooperation in the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space. Both of these topics address the greater issue of the safety of global citizens while maintaining international peace amongst nations and have been ongoing debated issues for years. This background guide provides a brief overview of the topics; however, I highly encourage all delegates to do further research about these topics and how they pertain to your nation to develop a better understanding of the topics. Position papers are required for this committee and are to be submitted during the first committee session. Please refer to the position paper guidelines located under the Documents section on the KnightMUN website for more information.
This committee will be conducted according to the KnightMUN Rules of Procedures, also located under the Documents section on the KnightMUN website.  KnightMUN is a training conference so if you have any questions about how MUN works or questions about this committee, please does not hesitate to contact me at rachelchang8@gmail.com. I look forward to meeting all of you and seeing what innovative ideas you have to offer to tackle these two issues. Best of luck researching!
Sincerely,

Rachel Chang

Director, General Assembly Fourth Committee

Topic I: Assistance in Mine Action

Overview 

Deactivating mines and unexploded remnants of war is a serious and risky task; if not done correctly, human lives could be lost. There are two types of demining: military and humanitarian. Military demining, also called breaching, is the removal of mines for the purpose of making a path safe to conduct military operations. This process acknowledges that there may be limited casualties in the process of demining. Humanitarian demining however is deactivating mines for the purpose of ensuring the safety of civilians. This process accepts no less than total deactivation of all mines in the area such that there are no future casualties. The focus of this committee topic will be on humanitarian demining rather than breaching.  

It is estimated that there are over 110 million land mines spread over 64 nations
. These mines come in a variety of shapes and sizes, ranging from blast mines to flame mines to anti-helicopter mines. These mines are primarily manufactured by the People’s Republic of China, Germany, Italy, Japan, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States. Mines kill approximately 800 people per month, of which most are innocent civilians, and leave hundreds of others maimed for life. The countries with the most land mines per square mile are Bosnia and Herzegovina, Cambodia, Croatia, Egypt, Iraq, Afghanistan, Angola, Iran, and Rwanda. All of these nations have had war and/or conflict within the past few decades. 
The Process of Demining

Humanitarian demining is a costly effort. While it takes a mere $3-$10 USD to buy a mine, it takes anywhere from $100-$1000 USD to deactivate one, depending on the mine type, structure, the environment the mine is in, etc.  First, mine fields are located through surveying. Information such as minefield records, records of victims of mines, and interviews with the locals and former soldiers are gathered to pinpoint where potential mine fields are. More advanced methods such as radar and acoustic detection can be used, however those methods are costly. More biological methods, such as observing plants, animals, and bacteria in the area can also be used to identify mine fields. When a mine field is located, the area is sectioned off and marked with danger signs if demining operations can not immediately take place. This method of minefield marking is intended to deter civilians from the danger area. Recognizing mine marking signs is the simplest form of mine risk education. 
Mines constructed out of metal can be located using a metal detector. Well-trained dogs and giant-pouched rats can sniff out explosive chemicals used in mines. Land mines can also be cleared by special machines that detect and remove mines simultaneously. Mine rollers, mine plows, and other such machines vary in their success in removing mines, depending on environmental conditions. Mine flails can remove nearly 100% of mines in ideal conditions, but 50-60% success rates have also been reported. The varying percentages of success do not measure up to the 99.6% success rate set by the United Nations for humanitarian demining. In addition, these machines are costly to manufacture and operate. An alternative method to manual disarmament of land mines is to burn the explosive chemicals in the mines through the use of hypergolic chemicals. In any case, individuals in demining and removal operations should be provided adequate personal protective equipment, including helmets, visors, and armored articles of clothing to protect from any accidental mine triggers. United Nations Resolution 64/84 on Assistance in Mine Action encourages that all nations follow International Mine Action Standards to facilitate mine-action activities
. 
The Mine Ban Treaty

The Convention on the Prohibition of Use, Stockpiling, Production, and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Mines and on their Destruction
, more commonly known as the Mine Ban Treaty was signed on September 18th, 1997. In essence, this document bans the acquisition, stockpile, transfer, and use of anti-personnel mines. In addition, the treaty requires that all existing stockpiled anti-personnel mines be destroyed within four years of singing the treaty. The transfer of mines for destruction is permitted under the Mine Ban Treaty. Further, the treaty requires that mine fields be destroyed within 10 years after signing the treaty. Mines are permitted in this case for educational purposes, to train experts on how to demine mine fields. 
Should a country fail to clear all anti-personnel mines within the specified timeframe, they are allowed to petition for an extension. Nations are required to submit annual reports on mine clearance activities to the Secretary-General of the United Nations. The treaty encourages international cooperation between sovereign nations, the United Nations, and non-governmental organizations to aid in the process of destroying anti-personnel mines. Even if a nation has signed this treaty, they have the right to withdraw from the treaty, given that the nation can sustain six months of no armed conflict. Thus far, 156 nations have signed the treaty. Those who have not signed the Mine Ban Treaty include the China, Egypt, Finland, India, Israel, Pakistan, Russia, and the United States
. 
Providing Assistance to Victims


Article 6 of the Mine Ban Treaty specifically requires that fiscally-able nations provide assistance to victims of mine explosions. Victims may suffer from physical damage, psychological impairment, economic loss, or a combination of all three. The United Nations Mine Action Service works with nations, other United Nations bodies, and non-governmental organizations such as the Red Cross to provide physical and mental healthcare to victims while helping socially and economically acclimate victims back into society. The process of clearing landmines and aiding victims of land mine explosions is a concerted effort between the sovereign nations, the United Nations, and non-governmental organizations aimed to better the lives of innocent civilians such that they do not become victims of mine explosions.  
Questions to Consider

1. How can civilians be warned of and protected from mine fields beyond minefield marking?

2. How can mine removal methods be improved upon such that they are both effective and cost-effective?
3. How can the Mine Ban Treaty be more effectively implemented in nations?
4. What can be done to aid victims of mine explosions?
Helpful Resources
· http://www.mineaction.org/
· http://www.mineactionstandards.org/index.htm
· http://www.the-monitor.org/index.php
· http://school.mech.uwa.edu.au/~jamest/demining/info/what-is.html
· http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qkCBfrTAT0Y
· http://www.unops.org/english/whatwedo/focus-areas/public-order-security/mine-action/Pages/mine-action.aspx
Topic II: International Cooperation in the Peaceful Uses of Outer Space
Overview

Outer space is a whole new world unclaimed by humans. In recent years, perpetuated by the Space Race during the 1950s to the 1970s, the United Nations has been advocating for international cooperation in space exploration. The end of the Space Race left a legacy of advancement in science and technology, especially in the fields of engineering, electronics, and telecommunications while facilitating the birth of the environmental movement on Earth. One common fear shared by many nations is that countries with more advanced technologies will go into outer space and colonize outer space for their own. The theory is backed by historical precedent, namely the Scramble for Africa and establishing spheres of influence in Asia. An even greater consequence is the possibility of going to war over claims in outer space. That is why the United Nations has established committees and written treaties to govern international cooperation in the peaceful uses of outer space. 

The Outer Space Treaty

The Outer Space Treaty was signed on January 27, 1967. Formerly known as the Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies, the treaty provides the basis for space law. As of 2008, ninety-eight nations have become state-parties to the treaty, with 27 other countries having signed the treaty but have not been ratified by signatory states. In essence, the treaty prohibits members from installing nuclear weapons or other weapons of mass destruction on the moon or any other celestial body. It also prohibits such weapons from orbiting earth and or being stationed in outer space. Use of outer space and its celestial bodies for testing weapons, military strategies, and establishment of military bases is also prohibited. However, there is no ban on conventional weapons in outer space. 
The treaty establishes that any space exploration must be done for the benefit of all member nations. The Outer Space Treaty marks outer space as “common heritage of humanity,” a concept in international law that states that areas that are common to humanity’s heritage should be protected from exploitation by nations or corporations. In regards to the issue of taking responsibility of actions in space, “States Parties to the Treaty shall bear international responsibility for national activities in outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, whether such activities are carried on by governmental agencies or by non-governmental entities, and for assuring that national activities are carried out in conformity with the provisions set forth in the present Treaty. The activities of non-governmental entities in outer space, including the moon and other celestial bodies, shall require authorization and continuing supervision by the appropriate State Party to the Treaty.
” 
The Moon Treaty

The Agreement Governing the Activities of States on the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies
, also known as the Moon Treaty for short outlines guidelines to apply to the use of the moon and other celestial bodies and orbiting trajectories within the solar system, excluding Earth. Formulated in 1979, the treaty bans the use of celestial bodies for military purpose and requires that the Secretary-General of the United Nations be notified of outer space exploration and any resulting discoveries. Nations may explore the moon, but only under the common heritage of humanity principle. Nations may not claim any part of the moon and other celestial bodies for itself nor may nations alter the environment of the moon and other celestial bodies. This treaty however, can be debated as a failed treaty because none of the major nations with manned space exploration programs, namely the United States, Russia, China, and Japan, and India, have ratified it. As of 2008, only 13 nations have ratified the treaty. Four other nations have signed the treaty but have not yet ratified it. 
Space Liability Convention

The Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects, or Space Liability Convention for short, was created in 1972 to expand upon the liability rules of the Outer Space Treaty. The treaty was not invoked until 1978 with the crash of Cosmos 954, a nuclear-powered Soviet satellite, into Canadian territory. In 1979, Skylab, the first space station of the United States, crashed in Western Australia. As of 2007, eighty-two nations have ratified the treaty. 
The key provision to this treaty is that any space objects launched into space are the liability of the nation from which the space object was launched from. If the space object was launched jointly, both parties are held equally liable. Damage claims are strictly between states, meaning that one state must bring a claim against a state for the Space Liability Convention to apply. If an individual was injured as a result of a space object, he/she must arrange with their nation to file a suit against another nation. 
The Rescue Agreement

The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, the Return of Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space, also referred to as the Rescue Agreement, was created in 1967. As of 2009, 90 States have ratified the Rescue Agreement and 24 have signed it. Major provisions of this agreement include providing notification to the launching nation and to the Secretary General of the United Nations of spacecraft in distress and to provide all possible assistance to personnel operating the spacecraft in distress. Although criticized for being vague, the intent of this treaty is to save the lives of astronauts in danger. 
Questions to Consider

1. What can be done to prevent nations with more advanced technologies from taking over outer space?

2. Has your nation ratified or signed any of the treaties dealing with operations involving outer space?

3. How effective is the Outer Space Treaty and other related treaties in maintaining peace in outer space?
4. How can the vagueness of the Rescue Agreement be addressed?

Helpful Resources

· http://www.oosa.unvienna.org/oosa/index.html
· http://www.iislweb.org/
· http://www.mcgill.ca/iasl/research/treaties/space_law/
· http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/48/a48r039.htm
· http://www1.umn.edu/humanrts/resolutions/47/67GA1992.html
 
� http://www.unicef.org/sowc96pk/hidekill.htm


� http://www.mineaction.org/downloads/1/ares6484.pdf


� http://www.icbl.org/index.php/icbl/Treaties/MBT/Treaty-Text-in-Many-Languages/English


� http://www.the-monitor.org/index.php/LM/The-Issues/Mine-Ban-Treaty


� http://www.oosa.unvienna.org/oosa/en/SpaceLaw/gares/html/gares_21_2222.html


� http://www.oosa.unvienna.org/oosa/en/SpaceLaw/gares/html/gares_34_0068.html
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