
Topic I: Rome Statute Negotiations 

Topic Overview: 

 The road towards this moment has been long and winding. In 1948, the UN declared 

genocide and other crimes against humanity as odious and perfidious acts which would be 

punished by an international tribunal. While the UN did prepare to establish an international 

criminal court around this time, the process became bogged down in committee and was 

hampered by Cold War politics.1 However, now that the Cold War is limping into the depths of 

history, the opportunity to establish and international criminal court has appeared once again. 

In 1989, the delegation from Trinidad and Tobago raised the issue of establishing an 

international criminal court on the floor of the UN General Assembly. The reason for Trinidad 

and Tobago raising this issue was to combat drug trafficking, but conflicts in Rwanda and the 

Balkans have provided more pressing reasons 

for the establishment of an ICC; currently, the 

General Assembly has dedicated two ad hoc 

committees to perform as international criminal 

tribunals for genocide, war crimes and crimes 

against humanity. However, in order to 

streamline and make the UN’s capacity for criminal prosecution more enduring, the General 

Assembly has also directed the International Legal Commission (ILC) to draft a statute for the 

creation of an ICC. This committee will be responsible for the creation of a final statute, which 

will be submitted to the General Assembly, which will call a conference for the negotiation and 

ratification of the final statute.2 More broadly, this committee shall serve as a conduit through 
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which the international community at-large may administer justice fairly to those charged with 

crimes against humanity.3 

Issues at Hand: 

This committee will have to answer numerous questions and concerns in its final product. 

The negotiations will have to define what constitutes the type of criminal act which would be 

punished in the ICC, as well as determine whether or not individuals in the world today should 

be tried for their crimes. The 

committee will have to do an 

analysis of conflicts in Rwanda, 

Serbia, South Africa and 

elsewhere to determine which 

individuals have transgressed 

international criminal law and thus, charge them accordingly. This committee will also have to 

tread carefully to be avoid the political turmoil surrounding these conflicts, and maintain an 

unbiased legal perspective in the face of conflicts bathed in the influences of great powers. Since 

the world cannot sit idly while humanity sheds all decency and morality and tears itself asunder, 

it falls to this body to develop laws and courts, so as to save humanity from itself. 

 The negotiations will also have to determine where the ICC will be situated, what powers 

it will have, what legal procedures it will follow, how the judges and legal counsel are elected, 

and what the relationship the court will be to the UN. The final product must produce an 

International Criminal Court which is permanent by nature, which punishes individuals in order 

to deter crimes against humanity, and which avoids the “selective justice” seen in ad hoc 
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international tribunals. What will be the organs and structure of the court? What will be the 

qualifications for judges and what guidelines will they be required to obey? Furthermore, what 

will be the working languages of the court and from where will the funding for this court be 

provided? The committee will also have to decide how to remove judges from office and fill 

vacancies on the court, should they arise. 

 Since the field of international criminal law has yet to be fully developed, this committee 

will have to lay down some basic principles so as to apply common legal practice to the 

prosecution of charged individuals. The committee will have to make difficult choices 

determining who can be charged, such as soldiers and commanders acting under orders, minors, 

or the insane. Individual criminal responsibility will also have to be established, so that the 

committee is only trying parties responsible for transgressions against humankind. Another issue 

to be addressed are the roles knowledge and intent play in the application of the law, as well as  

 



whether crimes caused by negligence are to be punished. The committee will also have to 

negotiate to determine pre-trial conduct, the rights and duties of both the prosecution and the 

accused, as well as acceptable punishments the court can order. The court must also tread 

carefully so as to avoid the disclosure of any information related to a country’s national security, 

and how sensitive information might be handled in a court of law. Of course, guidelines for 

sentencing, reparations to victims and a process through which this statute may be amended after 

it is ratified, or through which a defendant can appeal the decision of the court. 

 The committee’s negotiations will also have to determine the jurisdiction of the court, 

and define it as specifically as possible. What crimes will the court punish? Are non-state actors 

to be tried by the ICC? What constitutes genocide? What constitutes a war crime? What 

enforcement mechanism will the ICC be equipped with? These are all some of the questions the 

committee will be responsible for answering.  

 The committee will also be able to determine what rules of evidence and criminal 

procedure the ICC will follow, but this may also be determined by a later committee, should they 

be excluded from the committee’s negotiations. 

 The final product of this committee should be a lengthy document covering the basics of 

international criminal law, the structure, functions and powers of the ICC, the obligations of 

other nations to cooperate with the ICC, and the application of international criminal law to 

ongoing conflicts.  

 

Key Terms: 

International Law 

Individual Criminal Responsibility 



War Crime 

Genocide 

 

Questions to Consider: 

 

1) How can the international community coalesce in order to fairly prosecute international 

criminals? 

2) What regions/nations are needed to internationally ratify the impending treaty? 

3) How can the international community incentivize the nations who ratify the action? 

4) What mechanisms can be employed to encourage all nations to ratify the ICC? 
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Topic II: Use of Technology in Intelligence Sharing 

Topic Overview 

The 1990’s have seen a dramatic change in the geopolitical and technological landscape of covert 

intelligence. With the close of the Cold War the balance of international relations has shifted, and 

yielded a demand for more multilateral intervention and cooperation. Concurrently, the technology 

associated with the collection, analysis, and utilization of covert and military intelligence has 

advanced significantly. Advancements in satellites, communications technology, aerial 

surveillance, and the Internet have contributed to an influx of new information. As a result, it is 

the responsibility of this body to draft the protocols and guidelines for the collection, 

dissemination, and use of intelligence information. In doing so this committee must consider the 

balance between the pursuit of global security and international justice as well as the legal and 

ethical concerns of member sovereignty, privacy of covert sources, and the policy influences of 

intelligence sharing.  

 

Historical Background: 

As the Second World War came to a close the United States and the Soviet Union emerged as 

rivals and the two primary superpowers vying for global hegemony. Their efforts to obtain 

superiority over the other resulted in an “arms race” of personnel, aerospace, missile, and nuclear 

weapons.6 These efforts spilled into the arena of military and covert intelligence; resulting in both 

sides competing in the areas of human intelligence (HUMINT), signals intelligence (SIGINT), and 

image intelligence (IMINT). 8 



 Aerial surveillance was the first technology to develop in the mid 1950’s, with the infamous 

U-2 spy aircraft. However, advances in anti-aircraft technology meant that aerial surveillance 

efforts were dangerous, risky, and often ineffective. Though aerial surveillance technology would 

continue to grow with the development of the SR-71 Blackbird, this strategy was surpassed by 

new efforts in communications and outer space technology.  The CORONA satellite program, 

launched in 1960, provided the United States with advanced imaging technology (IMINT), which 

dramatically increased the superpower’s ability to monitor troop and missile weapons buildup. The 

GRAB satellite program (SIGINT) followed in 1962, and allowed for the monitoring of foreign 

communications from space. These technologies provided the United States unprecedented 

abilities to monitor weapons and military movements, to map defense or radar installations, and to 

intercept covert communications. 6 They also contributed to a somewhat mutual arms restriction 

as each superpower acquired increasingly detailed information about the other’s weapons buildup 

and military concentrations.  

 The Cold War also saw a significant transformation in world alliances and relations, which 

in turn deeply affected the use and sharing of intelligence information. Due to the formal nature of 

Source: https://pbs.twimg.com/media/CZPfj14WcAAoLK1.jpg  



the Western and Soviet military blocs; NATO and the Warsaw Pact respectively, there was a clear 

delineation of friend and foe. Furthermore, these military arrangements were extensively codified 

and thus supported an organized protocol for the sharing of covert information among allies. 

During this period the United States and the Soviet Union also attempted to influence other nations 

by supporting their development and contributing to their intelligence programs. 16 This 

corresponded with the proxy nature of the Cold War’s engagements. In contrast, as the Cold War 

came to a close, many of these military and intelligence relationships grew more opaque. Lacking 

a clear system for the definition of allies or enemies efforts to bilaterally share intelligence 

information became significantly more complicated, and increasingly controversial. However, 

multilateral security and intelligence efforts grew in popularity, and coincided with an increased 

demand for international justice and global peace and security. 16 New cooperation between global 

powers, particularly Russia and the US, would lay the foundation for a resurgence of the United 

Nations, and the body that would become the International Criminal Court.  

 

 

The Current Situation: 

  

The 1990’s have seen an unprecedented upsurge in U.N. and multilateral peacekeeping efforts. 

Between 1989 and 1994 the Security Council has authorized 20 new peacekeeping operations 

across the globe with the intention of establishing peace, maintaining security, and promoting 

democracy. These efforts have resulted in a dramatic increase in the number of UN peacekeepers, 

with a historic high of almost 80,000 in 1994.16These missions have grown increasingly complex, 



with the responsibilities and risks to peacekeepers increasing dramatically. So great are these new 

risks that: “more peacekeepers were killed in 1993 than in the entire preceding decade.” 16 

  

Contributing to the difficulty of the situation was the United Nations position on intelligence 

collection and use. In the past, the organization had viewed covert intelligence as distasteful and 

restricted efforts to develop its technology or analytical capabilities. As a result many efforts had 

limited or incorrect operational information, which affected the effectiveness of peacekeeping 

missions. Finally in April of 1993, and particularly due to the urging of the United States, the 

United Nations created a Situation Centre as part of the Department of Peacekeeping Operations 

in New York. Soon after, an Information and Research Unit was included to help coordinate 

intelligence and analysis efforts between the U.N. and its member states. The Situation Centre also 

included a U.S. Joint Deployable Intelligence Support System (JDISS) which allowed for a 

centralized database and point of communication for intelligence efforts. 16 

Nevertheless, controversy has affected the United States’ support for developing U.N. intelligence 

and analysis capabilities. A tragic mission in Somalia, which resulted in the deaths of 18 U.S. 



soldiers, highlighted the difficulty associated with the proliferation of intelligence information. 

Some argued that the operational failure was a result of an intelligence leak at the U.N. office in 

Mogadishu. 13 This underscored the danger of intelligence sharing, because of an increased 

likelihood that a self-interested or negligent party might misuse the information. 

In recent years technological innovations have once again significantly affected the collection and 

use of intelligence information. With the dawn of a new age of warfare the U.S. has found itself 

attempting to track small military groups, arms and narcotics deals, and secluded paramilitary 

training sites. This resulted in the opposite strategy of the Cold War, as detailed and thorough 

aerial surveillance trumped the safety and broad application of satellite technology. 10 At the 

forefront of this advancement have been unmanned aerial vehicles (UAV), which provide an 

avenue for long-term reconnaissance at lower risk and cost. 11 However, computer and information 

technology, specifically the Internet, has had perhaps the greatest impact on intelligence efforts. 

These technologies have allowed for an exponential increase in the amount of data that can be 

collected, analyzed, and distributed. It has also resulted in the spread of “open-source” intelligence 

through journalistic, academic, and even NGO sources. Thus, significantly more and a much wider 

variety of intelligence and operational information is readily available to world powers and the 

United Nations. 11 

Unfortunately, these technological advances also pose significant challenges to the global 

community. First, as demonstrated by the failure in Somalia, though technology improves 

communication and coordination it can also make the containment of covert information much 

more difficult. Second, though the capability to collect mass amounts of information has certainly 

improved, on the whole analysis and communication efforts still struggle. It is estimated that just 

the NSA collects the equivalent of the Library of Congress every three hours. 10 Such a massive 



volume of information puts a strain on analytical personnel. This makes it increasingly difficult to 

distinguish valuable information from so called “ambient noise.” This effect is particularly 

pronounced with the United Nations, which still does not have any significant foundation of trained 

analysis personnel. It largely relies on borrowing from military intelligence officers of its member 

states, notably the United States and Russia.5 In conjunction to analytical difficulties, U.S. 

struggles during the Gulf War demonstrated the need for effective communication of operational 

information. U.S. soldiers complained that information was simply too slow or disjointed in 

reaching them, and thus its effectiveness was significantly hampered. 10 So, it is not simply enough 

to collect massive amounts of information, but rather it is necessary to develop ways to effectively 

analyze, interpret, and communicate that information.  

Next, the expansion of the Internet and public “open-source” intelligence have the potential to be 

an equalizing factor between superpowers and less developed organizations or states. However, 

this information is not always accurate and can be heavily biased. NGO’s and journalists may 

exaggerate or misinterpret situations on the ground due to inherent biases or to align with their 

personal agendas. 9 

Finally, the breakneck pace of technological development is itself a concern. Governments and 

multilateral organizations may not be able to keep up at an administrative, legal, or regulatory 

level. 5 This particularly poses concerns during the prosecution of international justice, the 

justification of multilateral peacekeeping operations, and may even endanger the sovereignty of 

nation-states. 

 

The interrelation of international justice, intelligence sharing, and technology is a difficult topic to 

address. This body must develop protocols and guidelines for the collection, sharing, and 



operational or judicial use of military and covert intelligence. It must balance between the 

collective demand for international justice and global security and the national concerns of 

individual states. As intelligence technology continues to develop it is increasingly important to 

ensure it is utilized effectively, but also applied legally and ethically.  

 

Bloc Positions: 

The Superpowers 

These nations lead in military and intelligence capabilities, as well as their geopolitical influence. 

They include Russia, China, and the United States. Since the end of the Cold War, Russia has 

cooperated extensively in recent intelligence and peacekeeping efforts. However, as the demands 

for covert information grow their position could easily change and may be heavily affected by the 

overall discussion. China has acquiesced, but not necessarily cooperated in these multilateral 

efforts. Though they are not resistant to the work of the Security Council and this committee, they 

have been reluctant to contribute. 16 The administrations of George H. W. Bush and Bill Clinton 

have been quite favorable to these efforts. Thus, the United States has participated in and strongly 

supported the resurgence in intelligence sharing and peacekeeping missions. 13 However, concerns 

have arisen that U.S. contributions threaten national security and compromise the nation’s 

informational advantage. The recent operation in Somalia has particularly underscored this fact. 10 

The superpowers must consider a variety of potential benefits and obstacles when approaching this 

issue. Extensive participation in international justice efforts positively influences soft power, 

which improves their appeal and demonstrates a commitment to global peace and security. 12 By 

contributing to intelligence sharing their status as a primary provider of information allows them 

to dictate the policy of international bodies by restricting or providing information in line with 



national interests.14 Finally, their contributions may help secure regional stability, and lead to 

greater global security. 12 

Nevertheless, extensive intelligence sharing may pose national security threats, and inherently 

diminishes the value of their covert information. They must also consider that prosecution of 

international justice or justifying multilateral interventions may require the publication or 

documentation of intelligence sources, which could be harmful to their national efforts. 14 

Secondary Powers 

These nations do not necessarily have the hegemony or military influence of the superpowers, but 

still have significant influence and intelligence capacities. Examples include, but are not exclusive 

to: France, the United Kingdom, Germany, Japan, and Israel. These nations have a history of 

contribution to and support for intelligence efforts and peacekeeping operations. 14 They generally 

have an interest in developing global and multilateral intelligence networks and developing a 

forum for international justice.  

However, they may be concerned by an overreliance upon the contributions of the superpowers. 

Thus, they have a particular interest in developing their own sources of satellite, aerial surveillance, 

and other information technology. They might also encourage democratizing intelligence 

collection efforts. This can include their own personal efforts, but can also apply to newly available 

commercial means. Satellites, aerial technology, and open source information are increasingly 

available commercially and are a potential avenue for the strengthening of the U.N. intelligence 

network. 14 

 

Smaller or Developing Nations 



These nations have significantly less capability to influence international politics, and don’t share 

the intelligence capacities of larger states. As such, they may argue for greater intelligence sharing 

to help bolster their limited information. However, as with the secondary nations they may be 

concerned by the influence of the superpowers in influencing judicial and operational policy, as it 

is likely to be biased by national interests. Additionally, smaller nations may be concerned or 

distrustful of intelligence sharing. Intelligence sharing may include information about them, and 

contribute to greater scrutiny of their own actions, or might be used to justify the violation of their 

national sovereignty.  

 

Discussion Questions 

The roles of actors in communicating intelligence information and contributing to intervention 

1. What obligation do nations have to cooperate in the administration of international justice? 

How can their participation be incentivized? 

2. How do multilateral bodies avoid bias from actors that share intelligence in accordance 

with personal or national interests? 

3. What are the financial, technology, personnel, and other contributions required to 

effectively adjudicate international justice? How should these obligations be shared by the 

global community?  

The use of intelligence in non-governmental vs. governmental justice 

4. What distinctions should this body make for the use of intelligence against individuals or 

NGOs, and nation-states?  

5. How can this body effectively prosecute individuals or compel multilateral intervention, 

while maintaining the privacy of intelligence sources? 



The continuing effects of technology on intelligence collection, analysis, and dissemination 

6. How can the international community best handle the challenges of rapidly changing 

technology and the growing burden of information collected? 

7. How can this body continue to use new technology while ensuring that it meets ethical, 

legal, and regulatory standards? 
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Topic III: Curtailing of International Crime Syndicates 

 

Topic Overview: 

International (also referred to as transnational) organized crime syndicate is the term used to 

describe self-perpetuating associations of individuals who operate internationally for the purpose 

of obtaining power, influence, monetary and/or commercial gains- wholly or partially through 

illegal means- while protecting their activities through a pattern of corruption and/or violence.4 

These syndicates have no single strategy or means of operation, and have posed problems to 

different states in different forms through the passage of time. The membership and leadership of 

these organizations is often shrouded in secrecy, using violence and intimidation as means to gain 

power and maintain their anonymity. Whilst the nature of the work these organizations engage in 

is not conditional towards them being referred to as one, these activities include but are not limited 

to the illicit drug trade, human trafficking, money laundering, weapons trafficking, information 

trading and/or bribery. Whilst these types of organizations have existed for as long as there has 

been demand for illegal goods and services, it is the increased rate of globalization and the different 

laws, practices and markets in different nations that have largely contributed to the increased rate 

of expansion and operation of these criminal syndicates. Transnational organized crime transcends 

cultural, social, linguistic and geographical borders5, able to adapt as new forms of crime come 

along, flexible by nature. One trafficked good might be sourced from one place, only to be sold 

across the world. It is precisely the transnational nature of these sort of crimes that makes it so 

difficult for them to be properly prosecuted. Not only does the fact that not all laws and not all 

punishments for crimes are the same in different nations, but questions such as the nationality of 

the criminals, the place(s) where the crime(s) was/were committed also come into play when 
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potentially facing trial. The current size of these enterprises and the size of the impact their 

operations are having on existing economies is a worrisome problem, requiring the utmost 

attention and cooperation of the international community in order to prevent the acceleration of 

their growth and to ensure their eventual dismantlement.  

 

Background: 

One of the first initiatives to combat organized crime at a transnational level manifested itself as 

the 1914 International Criminal Police Congress, held in Monaco6. The congress -assembled to 

discuss the rising level of criminal activity and the sharing of information between states for the 

future- would be one of the first stepping stones for the creation of INTERPOL as we know it 

today. The next decades would be volatile in the international community. New regimes came and 

went around the globe, opening doors for criminal organizations to prosper and grow from the 

wake of chaos and disaster that was left behind after a regime change7. Coups d’état were seen in 

Cuba, Guatemala, Iran, Vietnam, Guyana, Czechoslovakia, Chile, and many other nations during 

the latter portion of the 20th century. Whilst governments were struggling to organize and conserve 

the power they had, well organized criminal organizations lurked and grew in the shadows. Over 

time, the operations of the larger criminal organizations going transnational were met with the 

official recognition of INTERPOL as an Intergovernmental Organization by the UN in 19718.  

Weary of the increasing cost that transnational criminal organizations represented (both human 

and capital), the UN decided to take further action and in 1990 via UN Resolution 45/108 called 

for an intergovernmental working group to propose much needed ways to go about creating a 
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feasible crime prevention program. These suggestions were manifested in UN resolution 46/152, 

which called for the dissolution of the Committee on Crime Prevention and Control, which would 

be replaced with the Commission of Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice (CCPCJ). This 

Commission came to life through its governing body, The Economic and Social Council, through 

ECOSOC 1992/1, referring to the establishment of the CCPCJ, and through ECOSOC 1992/22, 

regarding the implementation of the aforementioned. 

 

Current Situation: 

The current fight to curtail TOC is at a dire moment. The very nature of transnational organized 

crime requires constant monitoring on the part law enforcement in order to be kept up with, as well 

as innovation and adaptation with pace to match that of the criminal organizations. At the moment, 

INTERPOL is understaffed and underfunded9, unable to fully match the looming threat its up 

against. This is mainly attributed to the fact that funding transnational security organizations with 

funds that could potentially go to each state’s homeland security agency is far down the list of the 

priorities of member states. This leaves important organizations such as INTERPOL underfunded, 

directly jeopardizing its ability to help out in states considered to be developing, as said states often 

lack the governmental bodies and infrastructure necessary to avoid the corruption that criminal 

organizations thrive so much on. Furthermore, with the ongoing trend of globalization, trade 

agreements meant to solidify legal and legitimate commercial relationships between nations -such 

as the NAFTA between Mexico, Canada and the United States- are being used by criminal 

organizations to further their own means, jeopardizing the lives and economical well-being of 

many across national borders. 
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Major Focuses of TOC syndicates: 

Drug Trafficking: 

US President Richard Nixon’s popular term “War on Drugs” has been a defining policy adopted 

by the majority of the world, resulting in billions upon billions of dollars being spent in efforts to 

counter criminal activity in the field of illicit drugs. The actions currently being taken are consistent 

with a global approach towards fighting addiction. However, It’s important to note the 

consequences that these actions have. Policies that attempt to eliminate production of drugs often 

have a negative effect on the farmers that have little viable alternatives on how to pull their families 

ahead. Eliminating the head of a local organization often leads to more violence within the 

community as members fight over who is to fill the vacancy. Programs that diminish supply of 

drugs without addressing demand greatly increase the profitability of the drugs sold.10 In the 

renewal of the main TOC fighting organism, mechanisms and strategies that are well rounded and 

up to date are a must have complement. 

 

Human and Animal Trafficking 

The MO of these sorts of crimes makes matters more complicated at the time of trial. Since many 

of the organizations that specialize in this type of illegal activity operate in multiple nations at a 

time on the way to the final destinations, the matter of what nation should try the accused is likely 

to be a topic of discussion among states looking for the same criminal. Topics such as extradition 

come into play, which -not unlike the sharing of the information necessary to successfully prevent 

these sort of illegal operations- requires cooperation and sharing of information between 

                                                      
10 Council on Foreign Relations 



governments of member states. Many times this sharing of information is difficult due to the 

reluctance of national agencies to release any information on the security of the nation they serve. 

 

Illegal Weapons Trade: 

This craft has the potential to be one of the major problems of the XXI century. The proliferation 

of illegal, unmarked weapons provides individuals that engage in violent criminal activities with 

the means to go through with their crimes. Most UN member nations have rules and regulations 

on who is able to have access to a firearm and who is not. Within the group that is allowed to 

access the firearms, only certain types of arms are available to the non-military. The benefits from 

these implemented systems are rendered all but useless when a new supplier comes around, willing 

to provide weapons to any individual capable of meeting the price. In the US alone, instances of 

gun-related violence reached almost 1.6 million in 1993.11 

 

Discussion Questions: 

 

1. In what way can the least possible damage be inflicted to local communities when taking 

on International Criminal Organizations? 

2. To what extent should member nations share intelligence with each other? Is there an issue 

of infringement of sovereignty to be considered here? 

3. How can law enforcement keep up with the accelerating growth rate of criminal 

organizations? 
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4. Many underdeveloped nations who find themselves plagued with criminal organizations 

often cannot afford to contribute to organizations such as INTERPOL. Should they be 

overlooked? Why? Do world powers have a responsibility to help? 

5. What sort of issues should be taken into consideration regarding the possible extradition of 

a known transnational criminal in custody?  

6. Bearing in mind the creation of new criminal activities to engage in during the XX century, 

do you expect this trend to continue into the XXI century? What do you think could be the 

basis of a viable long term strategy to combat organized crime and the enterprises they 

engage in? 

7. What do you think is the reason for which criminal activity has seen such a meaningful 

growth? 

8. What do you think is the role that the internet could play in criminal activity and law 

enforcement? 

 

 

Key Terms: 

 

Transnational Organized Crime: Self perpetuating associations of individuals who operate 

internationally for the purpose of obtaining power, influence, monetary and/or commercial gains- 

wholly or partially through illegal means- while protecting their activities through a pattern of 

corruption and/or violence.12 
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Extradition: Hand over an individual in custody to a state where he/she is accused of a crime 

 

NAFTA: North American Free Trade Agreement. Signed by Mexico, Canada on January 1994 in 

an effort to encourage trade between the 3 neighboring nations through economic incentives. 

 

CCPCJ: The Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice 

 

GA Resolution 46/152: Calls for the creation of the CCPCJ by ECOSOC taking into account the 

conclusions of recommendations from a panel of experts assembled in 1990. 
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