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Dear Delegates of the General Assembly (2017), 

 

My name is Walker Fountain; I am the Undersecretary-General of Committees and President of 

the General Assembly at CIMUN XIV. I am writing you to give a brief introduction to the 

procedure of this year’s General Assembly. Note, the times outlined in this letter are rough, and 

are subject to change based on the procedure and decorum of the General Assembly and its 

constituent bodies.  

 

On Thursday, the committee will meet in Plenary Session to open formal debate. Pursuant to 

General Assembly regulations, the Secretary-General shall deliver an opening statement, 

detailing her observations and reports on the various issues that the committee shall consider. 

Delegations will also be given an opportunity to caucus amongst their regional groups 

(GRULAC, WEOG, EEG, APG, African Group), to begin discussing bloc dynamics before 

breaking out into subcommittees. 

 

On Friday and Saturday, delegations will spend most of their time in subcommittee, debating 

amongst themselves the issues relevant to their particular subcommittee. However, time will be 

allotted for regional groups to caucus outside of subcommittees, to keep coalition partners 

abreast of negotiations in every subcommittee. Subcommittees shall be responsible for drafting 

and passing resolutions that are focused on the topics assigned to them.  

 

Either late Saturday or Sunday, the General Assembly shall reconvene in a plenary session to 

debate any draft resolutions successfully passed out of subcommittee. If a majority of states in 

the General Assembly Plenary vote in the affirmative to a subcommittee draft resolution, the 

resolution is officially adopted by the United Nations General Assembly.  

 

I am looking forward to a robust and intelligent debate about our shared global concerns this 

coming November. If you have any further questions, please send me an email at 

walker.fountain@modelun.net. 

 

Sincerely Yours, 

 

 

Walker Fountain 

President of the General Assembly 

mailto:walker.fountain@modelun.net


 

 

Honorable Delegate, 

 

The United Nations General Assembly First Committee: Disarmament and International Security 

Committee will be called into session on Thursday, November 30th at the Hilton Hotel in 

Chicago, Illinois to discuss matters of international importance. The following agenda items will 

be discussed:  

 

Topic 1 – Addressing the Failures in the Regulations on the Arms Trade  

Topic 2 – Containing Separatist Violence and Religious Extremism in Southeast Asia 

 

For your reference, our staff archivists have compiled the following Background Guide to 

provide you with relevant information regarding the topics that will be debated in the upcoming 

session. You will need to read and understand the contents of this Guide in order to expand upon 

their research and represent your home government accurately and effectively. 

 

If you have any questions regarding the operations of the committee meetings being held at 

Chicago International Model United Nations (CIMUN), please refer to the CIMUN MUN 

Toolkit which you have been provided. Should you have any questions concerning the content of 

your guide or questions on policy, you may consult with an official from the Department of 

Home Government by sending an email to homegovernment@cimun.org.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Walker Fountain 

 

President of the General Assembly 
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1 Topic 1 – Addressing the Failures in the Regulations on the Arms 

Trade 

1.1 Topic Overview  

Due to the arms trade, there are currently over 875 million conventional weapons in 

circulation in the world. This figure includes firearms, tanks, combat vehicles, helicopters, drones, 

and warships. Sold by states such as the United States and Russia as well as private actors, the 

arms trade is a multibillion dollar industry1. Due to its lucrative nature, it has been exceptionally 

difficult for the international community to agree on how to manage the arms trade. 

Despite the passing of numerous resolutions and treaties on the regulation of the 

international arms trade by the United Nations, the trade of conventional weapons has continued. 

Since the special session of the General Assembly in 1978 to A/RES/71/64 in 2016, disarmament 

and regulation have been the subject of multiple resolutions and treaties. Each resolution and treaty 

contributed to the current climate of the arms trade, but there are still major points that these 

resolutions have not sufficiently addressed. For example, A/RES/52/38 encouraged assistance to 

be provided to states through successful and helpful UN advisory missions. However, the 

resolution undermined itself by allowing states to rely on advisory missions, which enabled states 

to delay or disrupt the missions if they tried to get involved in a meaningful way. Unfortunately, 

this is not the only resolution with a glaring flaw. Among these failures is the critical Arms Trade 

Treaty (ATT), which was seen as a groundbreaking and defining treaty on disarmament. The ATT 

is the culmination of all the discussions on disarmament and the international arms trade made by 

the UN. Despite the document entering into force on December 14th, 2014, the profits of the arms 

                                                 
1 Amnesty International “Killer facts: The scale of the global arms trade” 



 

 

DISEC 2017 

4 

 

trade have continued to rise. The ATT and the resolutions of both the General Assembly and 

Security Council have gaps that must be addressed in order to solve problems related to the legal 

arms trade. 

The gaps in the regulation on international arms trade is a failure on the part of DISEC. 

The very idea of an unfettered global arms trade stands against the principal of disarmament. 

Moreover, it is difficult to keep legitimately sold arms out of the wrong hands, as these weapons 

could be used by terrorist organizations such as ISIS, Boko Haram, and others. This point is one 

example of how an unregulated legal arms trade can support even the illicit arms trade. To promote 

stability, security, and safety in states, the ATT needs to be examined for its successes and failures. 

This body must openly and frankly confront the gaps in current regulations and explore options 

for closing loopholes, increasing oversight, and encouraging responsible business to be conducted.  

1.2 Historical Background 

During to the Cold War, the United States (US) and Russian Federation (Russia) could not 

fight each other directly without resulting in mutual destruction. Instead, the powers chose to rely 

on proxies in states of interest. By selling arms to groups and governments that had similar goals 

to their own, the US and Russia could profit by selling arms to groups that were fighting their 

ideological opponents. The creation of proxy wars directly destabilized many states throughout the 

world, and the arms trade continues to play a large role in destabilizing regions today.  

While proxy wars were integral to the proliferation of the arms trade during the Cold War, 

the methodology of selling arms to both state and non-state actors became the preferred method of 

asserting regional dominance in more modern times. In the Middle East, the major state buyers of 

arms are Saudi Arabia, the United Arab Emirates (UAE), Iran, and Egypt. Together, these four 

states purchased $5,541 million USD worth of arms in 2010. In 2015, they were projected to reach 
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$15,634 million USD worth of arms, nearly tripling their amount from five years prior2. The 

reasoning behind these purchases is the increasing need for armed defense in the area. Egypt has 

been combating ISIS since 2011, while the UAE and Saudi Arabia help disperse protests in nearby 

states such as Bahrain3. Concerning non-state actors in the region, tracking arms trade statistics 

becomes much more difficult. The exact quantities of arms being transferred to militant groups, 

such as rebel groups in Syria, remains unclear. Moreover, it is incredibly difficult to quantify the 

number of weapons that fall into the hands of terrorist groups. Despite this, the actions of these 

groups are still a direct result of the lack of oversight in the arms trade. With weapons being easily 

accessed through the constant trade in the area, numerous Soviet small arms such as the AK-47 

and RPG-7, as well as crew-served weapons such as the PK machine gun, easily fill terrorist 

weapon caches4.  

The arms trade in Africa is continuing unhindered as well. The number of weapons 

imported in Africa by both states and rebel forces has increased 45% from 2005 to 2014, as 

opposed to the Middle East’s 25% increase. Russia maintains a dominant lead in amount of exports 

to the area, controlling 35.1% of all arms imported for the continent5. Sudan and Uganda are the 

largest importers in the sub-Saharan region, as Sudan fights off rebel insurgencies and Uganda 

intervenes in numerous areas. Many of these states have legitimate reasons for their purchases, 

such as peacekeeping. However, much like the Middle East, the lack of oversight can lead to 

militant groups obtaining arms. There have been cases where states receive arms through 

international trade, only to have them disappear or be redirected sometime later. The Libyan civil 

war is a compelling example of this, as UN assessment teams have reported automatic rifles, 

                                                 
2 Stockholm International Peace Research Institute: IMPORTER/EXPORTER TIV TABLES 
3 The Guardian: How arms imports are destabilizing the Middle East 
4 Business Insider: These are the weapons Islamic State fighters are using to terrify the Middle East 
5 Sipri: Trends in International Arms Transfers, 2014 
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machine guns, explosives, and ammunition have been smuggled across the border to the Sahel 

region.6  

State governments were responsible for transferring over 30 billion weapons transfers 

between 2012 and 20167. The states that import the most arms include India, Saudi Arabia, the 

UAE, and the People’s Republic of China. However, this fails to account for all the arms trade that 

occurs in Africa and the Middle-East. Due to the nature of non-state actors, it is difficult to get 

exact numbers on just how many weapons are illegally traded to different groups. Nigeria, 

Cameroon, and other African states have been constantly importing arms in great amounts8. These 

arms are either sold or misplaced and find their way to terrorists or their supporters. Because of 

this, non-state actor groups such as ISIS, Boko Haram, Al-Qaeda, the Haqqani Network, have 

easily obtained weapons due to lax regulation on the arms trade. The free and unregulated trade of 

arms across the world created a practically free market for this and other terrorist organizations to 

arm themselves.  

While the United States and Russia are first and second respectively when it came to selling 

arms, they are not alone in doing so. China, France, Germany, and the UK made up 3-6 in terms 

of largest exporters of major arms. These six states made up 77% of all arms exported throughout 

the world9. China’s rate of arms exporting rose 74% from 2007-2011 to 2012-2016. Many of these 

exports have gone to Asia and Oceania, with 71% of their total exports being distributed between 

the two regions, but the largest amount of growth has occurred in the African continent. 68% of 

the states in Africa rely on Chinese arms, leading to dangerous situations for the Chinese. They 

have provided arms to both Sudan and South Sudan, arms that often find their way into the hands 

                                                 
6 Horace Campbell, NATO’s Failures in Libya: Lessons for Africa 
7 See 2 
8 The Guardian: Global weapons trade targets Africa as imports to Algeria and Morocco soar 
9 See 1 
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of non-state fighters. This provides an easy way to reach multiple importers of arms for the 

Chinese, but also poses a risk to the stability of the region. 38% of French arms have gone to the 

Middle East, while 29% have gone to Asia and Oceania. France has benefitted from multiple arms 

deals that provide ships and aircraft to different states, providing a unique corner on the market. 

This includes submarines, frigates, and aircraft being sold to states such as Australia, Malaysia, 

India, and Egypt. Despite peaking their 2016 levels of exports in a similar manner to their 2007-

2011 export levels, Germany’s exports decreased heavily. While a drop of 36% has hindered the 

state’s arms trade, 28% of exports went to other European states, 24% to Asia and Oceania, and 

23% to the Middle East. South Korea received the majority of German exports at 13.42%, with 

Greece right behind at 12.25%. As for the UK, their exports have increased 27% between 2007-

2011 and 2012-2016. The UK is a heavy supplier for Saudi Arabia, with 48.13% of all exports 

from the UK leading to the Middle Eastern nation10.  

Aiming to promote their respective sides during the Cold War, each sold arms to military 

groups fighting across the world. However, the collapse of the Soviet Union did not deter these 

sales, as the “Big Six” continued to profit wherever possible. The end of the Cold War further 

enabled these states to create an international arms trade. As the Soviet Union fell apart, arms went 

missing from the countless armories around the globe. What had been four hundred thousand 

Kalashnikovs suddenly became one hundred thousand, as arm traders moved in to secure product. 

Resolutions that were created to be airtight in preventing specifically the transfer of weapons of 

war began to act against themselves, as items were repurposed for peacekeeping and humanitarian 

missions were untouchable with the right paperwork. 

                                                 
10 See 5 
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As state governments have sought to profit from arms trade, they have consistently 

breached sanctions and regulations. These scandals have undermined the authority of the UN, 

and their corruption has threatened the security of the known world. Notable examples include 

states such as the US and France. Between 1985 and 1987, the United States attempted to sell 

arms via proxy to non-state actors fighting in the Nicaraguan Revolution11. To accomplish this 

the US privately sold arms to Iran, a state which was under the effects of an arms embargo. By 

approving the transaction, the Reagan administration circumvented UN sanctions in a corrupt 

and unlawful manner. During the 1990s, members of the government of France supplied arms to 

the MPLA. While their goal was to secure oil dealings, these transactions violated the French 

ban on arm sales to either side of the Angolan civil war. Not only did the arms transfer violate 

the government’s mandate, the weapons themselves were used in the Halloween Massacre where 

ten thousand political opponents of the MPLA were slaughtered12. In both cases, hubris over 

arms dealings led to corruption and harm done to innocent people. 

1.3 Current Situation 

Despite the passing of the Arms Trade Treaty in 2014, the international arms trade is still 

growing strong as profits reach nearly $100 billion annually worldwide13. Major states are selling 

to anyone willing to buy, either directly or through proxy. The US and Russia have their markets, 

oftentimes relying on proxy sales for certain unlawful customers. States like China, France, and 

the other major exporters are picking up the slack whenever possible. This all leads to the current 

situation of Africa, where it is currently plagued by groups transferring arms and creating further 

discord in the area. Central Africa is constantly embroiled in conflict, and thus markets for illegal 

                                                 
11 The Iran-Contra Affair 20 Years On 
12 Conflict and Intervention in Africa: Nigeria Angola Zaire 
13 See 1 
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arms trade are popping up by the day. As ISIS is continually fought back in the middle-east, history 

threatens to repeat itself. The armaments of the group could easily be transferred into the 

international trade, further bolstering the horrid arms trade. 

The recurring issue with weapon sales to non-state actors is the lack of authority the UN 

has once the transactions have been completed. In their efforts to dodge around existing restrictions 

on arms trade, the weapons being sold are historically found being used against themselves or the 

original state sponsor. In the late 2000’s, the US Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 

Explosives (ATF) allowed licensed firearm dealers to sell arms to illegal buyers. Their aim was to 

track the guns as they were brought over the US/Mexico border, to find members of drug cartels. 

However, over 2,000 arms sold were unable to be tracked by the ATF. The few weapons recovered 

were done so at over 170 different crime scenes, some of which were reclaimed at the scene that 

resulted in a US Border Patrol Agent’s death14. Overseas, the Conflict Armament Research group 

has found that “Islamic State forces have captured significant quantities of US-manufactured small 

arms and have employed them on the battlefield.15” These arms include the US manufactured M16 

and XM15, weapons originally utilized by Iraqi and Syrian military. Now the weapons are used 

indiscriminately against both military as well as Syrian and Iraqi civilians. Other states also have 

their arms being used against each other, examples being France and Russia. Both states supply 

arms to both Pakistan and India, further enabling armed conflict between the two states16.  These 

failures of arms dealings highlight the need for meaningful resolutions from the United Nations. 

The status of the ATT will lead to the reproduction of these example cases unless something is 

changed. 

                                                 
14 LA Times: Emails show top Justice Department officials knew of ATF gun program 
15 Ted Poe: Stolen US-made equipment a key focus in ISIS fight 
16 See 2 
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While ambitious, the ATT has been impractical and flawed from its introduction. Due to 

both the limitations of the UN and of states themselves, the ATT has been ineffective in achieving 

its intended goals. The enforcement of the treaty is left up to the interpretation of individual states, 

many of which are in favor of less regulation17.  

Article 7, Export and Export Assessment, requires states to assess the risk that exported 

arms may pose to international peace and security, as well as assess any mitigating factors that 

may come into effect. However, this assessment is left entirely up to the exporting state, as stated 

in clause 3. Due to this, any state may freely claim that there are no serious risks involved, and 

freely export as desired. In addition to this, clause 5 requires the exporting states to take measures 

to ensure all authorizations for the exports are detailed and issued prior to the transfer. This is 

supported by clause 7, which provides a loophole for any exporting states to take advantage of. 

Clause 7 of article 7 declares that if any states receive relevant information pertaining to an already 

authorized export, they are encouraged to review the authorization of the transfer with the 

importing state if appropriate. Again, the review and decisions are left up to the states involved 

with the transfer, states that have a direct investment in seeing the transfer go through.  

When it comes to the importation of arms, Article 8 provides its own loopholes. While 

clause 1 requires importing states to take measures to provide relevant information on the transfer, 

the states are only required to do so when requested by the exporting state. In addition, the extent 

of the measures is left up to the importing state’s national laws, which may be far laxer than desired 

by the original intentions of the ATT. Clause 2 of article 8 declares that importing states shall take 

measures to allow them to regulate when necessary, providing absolutely no need for regulation 

when the importing states deems it unnecessary, something up to their own interpretation.  

                                                 
17 See Relevant United Nations Resolutions #17 
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Article 9 requires states to take appropriate measures to regulate the transfer of arms when 

necessary and feasible, two broadly subjective terms open to the interpretation of involved states. 

The article also only applies to the transfer during its time in the relevant states territory in 

accordance with international law, and ceases to be relevant once borders have been crossed. This 

creates a lack of responsibility on states if transfers are agreed upon over international borders, 

another failure of the ATT.  

These are just a few of the numerous loopholes constantly being taken advantage of in the 

ATT. The 28 articles of the treaty have provided little in terms of legitimate regulations that are 

taken seriously.  

The ATT is not alone in failing to regulate international arms trade. Numerous resolutions 

have been passed by the GA that have failed to provide any meaningful regulations. Resolution 

53/7718 made good headway by welcoming Mali’s initiative on the circulation of small arms, but 

failed to take further steps in encouraging other states to take similar steps. GA resolution 57/8119 

provided no meaningful operative clauses about disarmament, instead seeking to only encourage 

states to support the Secretary-General among others. 67/5020 follows the trend of resolutions prior 

in thanking and encouraging the Secretary-General for their reports on the implementation of 

practical disarmament measures, a trend that has done little in directly curbing the illegal arms 

trade. While the report from the Secretary-General A/69/132 was useful in the consolidation of 

numerous different discussions on the topic of the arms trade, it provided little new discussion on 

the topic. Not for the first time, the UN has provided limited intervention for the arms trade.  

                                                 
18 See Relevant United Nations Resolutions #3 
19 See Relevant United Nations Resolutions #7 
20 See Relevant United Nations Resolutions #13 
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1.4 Bloc Positions 

1.4.1 The Big Six 

This group will seek to prevent any patching of the holes, to continue profiting from the 

arms trade. However, there will be internal strife within the bloc as members seek to gain 

advantages over one another. Greed is guaranteed get in the way of cooperation and eventually 

tear the group apart. How the group fractures, however, is undecided.  

US and Russia will aim to retain their lead over the other states, while still promoting arms 

trade. The arm trade is specifically profitable for these two states, but the two will actively work 

against each other. Both will seek to close the loopholes the other benefits from, to ensure a 

monopoly on the global arms trade. This may lead to the bloc splitting down traditional 

NATO/Warsaw lines, as seen in the past.  

France, the UK, China, and Germany will be aiming to get a larger slice of the pie, so to 

speak. They want to further wedge their feet in the door to ensure they can benefit from the arms 

trade, aiming to go beyond their current niche markets. While this may lead to collaboration, the 

individual states may not care whose feet they step on to achieve their goals. The ability to modify 

loopholes will give large amounts of leverage over each other, and will dynamically affect the 

bloc. 

1.4.2 States Affected by the Weakened Arms Trade Treaty 

For the African continent, African governments and non-state actors in the area have 

steadily increased the number of arms imported as years pass. Algeria, Morocco, and Sudan are 

among the largest importers on the continent. The claim behind the need for these weapons is to 

fight groups like Boko Haram. In addition to that, arms are imported for UN mandated military 

operations. However, small arms supplied for the civil wars in areas like South Sudan and Somalia 
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are hard to track. As a result, the illegal trade of these continues unhindered by the ATT. Achieving 

a cohesive and consistent bloc for the region will be difficult. Those obeying the UN and ATT will 

aim to further diminish the arms trade in Africa by strengthening the treaty, to promote peace and 

stability. Those who still need the arms must prevent their supply from drying up due to regulation, 

and will oppose any discussion that promotes a stricter international trade. The latter of the two 

groups will often find their interest align with the Big Six bloc. 

Iraq, Syria, and other states in the Middle-East have been plagued by terrorist organizations 

constantly, due to the poor enforcement of the ATT. ISIS and other non-state groups have thrived 

on the ability to easily obtain weapons, and used this advantage to commit horrible atrocities. Their 

goals for this topic is to specifically prevent terrorists from benefiting from the arms trade, to help 

stabilize the region. This however may lead to friction between the Middle-Eastern delegations, as 

Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and the UAE are among the largest importers of arms. This situation will 

lead to a similar impasse as found in the African states, as the need for arms will clash against the 

desire to profit from unregulated trade. 

1.5 Discussion Questions 

• Why were the articles of the Arms Trade Treaty lackluster? Were the developed with the 

intention to be so? 

• Are there examples of successful implementations of the ATT? 

• What provisions in the ATT were successful, and what caused them to be effective? 

• What incentives did states have in circumventing the ATT and UN resolutions, and are 

there ways to minimize them? 

• Are there ways to provide a more profitable arms trade for states, that is more regulated by 

the UN? 
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1.6 Key Terms 

• The Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) 

• Conventional Arms 

• Small Arms 

• Light Weapons 

1.7 Relevant United Nations Resolutions 

1. http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/51/45 

2. http://undocs.org/A/RES/52/38 

3. http://undocs.org/A/RES/53/77 

4. http://undocs.org/A/RES/54/54 

5. http://undocs.org/A/RES/55/33 

6. http://undocs.org/A/RES/56/24 

7. http://undocs.org/A/RES/57/81 

8. http://undocs.org/A/RES/59/82 

9. http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/61/76 

10. http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/63/62 

11. http://undocs.org/A/RES/64/48 

12. http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/67 

13. http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/50 

14. http://undocs.org/S/RES/2171(2014) 

15. http://undocs.org/A/RES/69/60 

16. http://undocs.org/A/RES/71/64 

17. https://unoda-web.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/06/English7.pdf 

http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/51/45
http://undocs.org/A/RES/52/38
http://undocs.org/A/RES/53/77
http://undocs.org/A/RES/54/54
http://undocs.org/A/RES/55/33
http://undocs.org/A/RES/56/24
http://undocs.org/A/RES/57/81
http://undocs.org/A/RES/59/82
http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/61/76
http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/63/62
http://undocs.org/A/RES/64/48
http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/65/67
http://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/50
http://undocs.org/S/RES/2171(2014)
http://undocs.org/A/RES/69/60
http://undocs.org/A/RES/71/64
https://unoda-web.s3.amazonaws.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/06/English7.pdf
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1.8 Resources  

• https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2015/08/killer-facts-the-scale-of-the-global-

arms-trade/ 

• http://armstrade.sipri.org/armstrade/page/values.php 

• https://www.theguardian.com/world/ng-interactive/2015/apr/23/middle-east-arms-trade-

saudi-arabia-iran 

• http://www.businessinsider.com/isis-military-equipment-arsenal-2016/#m198-howitzer-

16 

• http://books.sipri.org/files/FS/SIPRIFS1503.pdf 

• Campbell, Horace G. NATO's Failure in Libya: Lessons for Africa. Africa Books 

Collective, 2013. 

• https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/datablog/2015/mar/20/africa-arms-

imports-algeria-morocco-global-weapons-trade 

• http://nsarchive.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB210/ 

• Ekwe-Ekwe, Herbert. Conflict and intervention in Africa: Nigeria, Angola, Zaire. 

Basingstoke, Macmillan, 1990. 

• http://articles.latimes.com/2011/oct/03/nation/la-na-atf-guns-20111004 

• https://poe.house.gov/in-the-news?ID=2B1BF875-3B91-4FA7-ACC5-BF981773FB1A 

  

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2015/08/killer-facts-the-scale-of-the-global-arms-trade/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2015/08/killer-facts-the-scale-of-the-global-arms-trade/
http://armstrade.sipri.org/armstrade/page/values.php
https://www.theguardian.com/world/ng-interactive/2015/apr/23/middle-east-arms-trade-saudi-arabia-iran
https://www.theguardian.com/world/ng-interactive/2015/apr/23/middle-east-arms-trade-saudi-arabia-iran
http://www.businessinsider.com/isis-military-equipment-arsenal-2016/#m198-howitzer-16
http://www.businessinsider.com/isis-military-equipment-arsenal-2016/#m198-howitzer-16
http://books.sipri.org/files/FS/SIPRIFS1503.pdf
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/datablog/2015/mar/20/africa-arms-imports-algeria-morocco-global-weapons-trade
https://www.theguardian.com/global-development/datablog/2015/mar/20/africa-arms-imports-algeria-morocco-global-weapons-trade
http://nsarchive.gwu.edu/NSAEBB/NSAEBB210/
http://articles.latimes.com/2011/oct/03/nation/la-na-atf-guns-20111004
https://poe.house.gov/in-the-news?ID=2B1BF875-3B91-4FA7-ACC5-BF981773FB1A
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2 Topic 2 – Containing Separatist Violence and Religious Extremism 

in Southeast Asia 

2.1 Topic Overview 

The definition of separatism—a group or a mixture of groups claiming independence from 

a larger state—has remained static over time. However, given the unique nature of separatist 

movements, it can be difficult to analyze them at a high level. Separatist movements within various 

states will vary widely in qualities such as the level and focus of violence, ethnic or racial 

motivations, religious undertones, majority-minority politics, economic inequalities, systemic 

discrimination, and separatist factions. Separatist movements have been present throughout the 

world in both the late 20th and early 21st centuries. The locations and outcomes are scattered and 

diverse, ranging from Kosovo, Somaliland, Tibet, the Czech Republic, and states carved up from 

the former Soviet Union.  

Despite the high degree of variation within separatist movements, some of them share 

common themes. Comparing and contrasting these movements can offer some insight into the 

groups and forces at play. In particular, Southeast Asia is a region that has a wide variety of 

separatist movements which are often overlooked in international discourse. Religious overtones 

characterize the initial appearance of separatist movements in the Philippines, Thailand, and 

Myanmar. Moreover, all three of these states have underrepresented Muslim populations which 

contribute to their respective separatist movements. Beneath the surface of these religious 

overtones lie varying degrees of systemic discrimination, economic inequalities, dilemmas in 

national autonomy, violence, and refugee outflow. While addressing violence is certainly an 

immediate concern of the Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC), the other 

elements mentioned above cannot be ignored when designing an effective solution.  
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 Finally, the ideas of sovereignty and self-determination must be analyzed. The Charter of 

the United Nations clearly affirms the right of nations to sovereignty and self-determination. An 

unanswered question, however, is to what extent separatist movements fit into the principles of the 

right to self-determination. This, too, must be kept in perspective as the United Nations deliberates 

over methods to address the various separatist movements in Southeast Asia. 

2.2 Historical Background 

As mentioned previously, separatist movements and separatist violence can be drastically 

different from state to state. Because of this, it is important to analyze these movements and the 

crises that result from them on a state-by-state basis before broad comparisons can be made. This 

document will focus on three states: the Philippines, Thailand, and Myanmar. 

2.2.1 Philippines 

 The conflict in the Philippines is primarily concentrated in Mindanao Island. From the 14th 

century to the 16th century, the Philippines was predominantly populated and ruled by Muslims 

after initial contact with Muslim traders. After the 16th century, Spanish colonists arrived in the 

country, converting many Filipinos in the north to Christianity. In contrast, the South effectively 

resisted Spanish control. Thus, although Christianity became dominant in the northern islands of 

the Philippines, the southern islands of Philippines, especially the island of Mindanao, maintained 

a strong Muslim identity. The Spanish eventually lost control of the Philippines following the 1898 

Spanish-American War, ceding control to the United States. After the second World War, the 

Philippines became independent of the United States. Upon independence, the Philippines 

continued the trend of consolidating governmental power. It is also worthy to note that the 

government endorsed internal migration of Christian settlers to Mindanao in the 1960s. This trend 

effectively transformed Mindanao from a majority Muslim region to a majority Christian region. 
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 The migration of Christians to Mindanao enabled an increase in tension and violence 

between the two groups, which culminated in 1969 with the Jabidah Massacre in which 28 Moro 

Muslim soldiers were murdered. The violence sparked calls for independence among the Moro 

Muslims in Mindanao and led to the creation of the Moro National Liberation Front (MNLF). The 

MNLF was created in 1969 with the goal of creating an independent Moro state. The movement 

gained momentum from 1972 when President Ferdinand Marcos declared martial law. Despite 

Marcos’s call for martial law, the MNLF was able to consolidate control over Mindanao.  By 1976, 

it became clear that there was a stalemate between the MNLF and the government, which led to 

the formation of the Tripoli Agreement. The agreement called for a ceasefire and devolution for 

Mindanao region, which led to the region becoming semi-autonomous. As a result, there was a 

dramatic reduction in violence. However, the autonomous region called the ARMM would not be 

established until 1986 under President Fidel Ramos. Several constituents of the MNLF were 

dissatisfied with the idea of an autonomous region. This group—the Moro Islamic Liberation Front 

(MILF)—broke away from the MNLF formally in 1984 and continued to fight for independence. 

The independence movement of MILF differed from that of the MNLF by emphasizing the 

formation of an Islamic state. This separation led to the independence movement gaining a stronger 

religious identity. Another group called Abu Sayyaf broke away from the MNLF in 1991. This 

group, much like the groups mentioned previously, shares the goal of creating an Islamic state with 

MILF. However, the group is considered much more radical and has been designated as a terrorist 

group by the United States. 

 In 1996, the government signed a peace deal with the MNLF. This agreement further 

expanded on the idea of the ARMM and charted a path for development and possible expansion. 

While this deal signaled progress, it did not reduce conflict between the MILF and the 
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government. Interspersed with violence between the MILF and the government were talks of 

ceasefire and peace in 2003 and 2008 respectively. The 2003 ceasefire was stalled and the 2008 

peace deal was ruled unconstitutional by the Supreme Court of the Philippines. Frustration on 

both sides ensued after 2008, escalating to violence against both sides. This resulted in the 

internal displacement of several hundred thousand people. The 2010 election of President 

Benigno Aquino III paved the way for several peace talks between the government and MILF. 

These talks ultimately led to the 2012 Bangsamoro Framework Peace Agreement. The agreement 

sought to phase out the ARMM and transition to a new autonomous region called the 

Bangsamoro. The 2012 peace agreement between the MILF and the government was finalized 

and signed by both parties in 2014. 

2.2.2 Thailand 

 The conflict in Thailand is largely concentrated in the southern region of the state. The 

southernmost region of the country was an independent Malay Islamic sultanate called Patani from 

the 14th century to the 19th century. In 1902, Thailand annexed the sultanate, and the Patani region 

became one of Thailand’s provinces. Thus, Thailand, which is a majority Buddhist, now reigned 

over a province with a majority Muslim population. This situation is similar to the situation in the 

Mindanao Island described previously. The separatist movement in southern Thailand developed 

due to a variety of repressive assimilation policies targeting the identities of the Malay people, 

especially regarding language and names. That said, many of the Malay Muslims tried to maintain 

their traditions and customs. The government’s forced assimilation policies and Malay nationalism 

sparked the formation of separatist groups and violent outbreaks from the 1940s to the early 1980s. 

Although several separatist groups were formed in the 20th century, some of the more prominent 
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groups were the Barisan Revolusi Nasional (BRN) and Patani United Liberation Organization 

(PULO). The attached figure shows the four provinces involved in the South Thailand Insurgency. 

 The insurgency has been going on since the early 1900s. The structure of the Thai 

government, however, has changed numerous times during the insurgency. In 1932, Thailand 

changes from a constitutional monarchy to a parliamentary system. This lasted until 1947, when 

Thailand experienced a military coup and the military took control of the government until 1973. 

The military-ruled government fell to a civilian government which lasted from 1973-1976. The 

military reestablished control in 1976, with General Prem Tinsulanonda taking power in 1980. 

General Tinsulanonda transformed the military government to a civilian government in 1983; this 

lasted until 1991, when another military coup took place and established a new civilian 

government. 

 The status quo of forced 

assimilation changed direction in the 

1980s under the rule of General Prem 

Tinsulanonda. His government reversed 

many of the forced assimilation policies 

and opened the doors to greater Malay 

autonomy. He gave the Malay Muslims 

more options in political positions, 

loosened government restrictions on 

educational standards, granted greater 

local administrative power, and created an agency called the Southern Border Provinces 

Administrative Center (called SBPAC). This particular agency would become particularly 
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contentious in the insurgency crisis in the 21st century. SBPAC was designed to allow for more 

flexible policy implementation; this maintained the government’s pro-assimilatory stance, albeit 

in a much softer way. The policies of General Tinsulanonda ended up taming the separatist 

movement and toned-down rhetoric against the government. The insurgency, if not defeated, was 

at least quieted. 

This era of relative peace, however, was disrupted by the administration of Prime Minister 

Thaksin Shinawatra in 2001. Shinawatra abolished SBPAC and rolled back security measures in 

the region. Shinawatra’s policies, further divisive rhetoric, and policy towards the Muslims in 

southern Thailand following the September 11th attacks, and a growing trend of mistrust of elders 

by youth in southern Thailand ignited extreme backlash against the government. The deteriorating 

relations between southern Thailand and the government were exacerbated in 2004 with the 

declaration of martial law in January and brutality against protesters in April and October. For 

reasons outside the government’s handling of the southern insurgency, Thaksin became extremely 

unpopular throughout Thailand. His rule ended when a military coup ousted Thaksin from power 

in 2006. Although the military-installed government rolled back some of Thaksin’s policies, such 

as abolishing SBPAC, separatist violence did not seem to significantly decrease. The ouster of 

Prime Minister Thaksin led to an anti-Thaksin sentiment in the government after 2006. Despite 

this sentiment, unpopular government policies led to demonstrations by pro-Thaksin parties, 

ultimately leading to the election of Yingluck Shinawatra, the sister of former Prime Minister 

Thaksin Shinawatra in 2011. In 2013, Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra began peace talks with 

the BRN. One of the main difficulties in negotiating with separatists in southern Thailand is 

identifying groups and leaders behind various attacks and demonstrations. That said, groups such 

as the BRN are among those identified by the government as significant. 
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The Shinawatra government was ousted in 2014 by another military coup, which led to 

another military government. Since 2014, the military indicated that it is intended to continue the 

peace talks initiated by the Shinawatra administration. In 2015, insurgent groups in southern 

Thailand formed an umbrella group called the Majlis Syura (MARA) Patani to negotiate with the 

government for peace. Preliminary talks took place throughout 2015, but no concrete process for 

moving forward was established because the government and MARA Patani could not agree on 

preconditions for the talks. In early 2016, it seemed more likely that preconditions for peace talks 

would be set. The two sides drafted and agreed to it by the end of March 2016. However, by the 

end of April 2016, the Prime Minister declined to endorse the preconditions and they failed to go 

into effect as a result. Furthermore, in the early months of 2016, the BRN ramped up attacks and 

violence while the military-controlled government rolled back measures granting southern 

Thailand greater autonomy by restricting schools and diminishing the power of SBPAC. The 

recent bombings in August, which were allegedly carried out by the BRN, highlighted continued 

displeasure in the midst of fledgling peace talks. 

2.2.3 Myanmar 

The situations in the Philippines and Thailand are somewhat similar with respect to their 

majority-minority dynamics. Both states have a considerably sized religious minority concentrated 

in a particular area of the country. These minority groups, despite facing systemic discrimination 

and lack of autonomy, have mounted robust separatist movements bolstered by the strength of 

associated militant groups. The situation in Myanmar is similar in that it concerns an ethnic 

minority, in this case the Rohingya Muslims, concentrated in a particular region in the state. 

However, rather than featuring a separatist movement, repressive policies and brutality against the 
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Rohingya Muslims in Myanmar have led to a refugee crisis. In fact, the UNHCR has designated 

the Rohingya Muslims among one of the most persecuted groups in the world. 

The Rohingya Muslims 

are primarily concentrated in the 

western region of the Rakhine 

state in Myanmar. The Rohingya 

are an ethnic minority in the 

state, although not officially 

recognized as such by the 

government. Historically, the 

Rohingya have faced extreme discrimination by the government of Myanmar. In the 1970s, 

brutality against the Rohingya Muslims by the military caused many of the Rohingya to flee the 

country. Anti-Rohingya military action continued throughout the late 20th century alongside 

policies denying the Rohingya Muslims citizenship, freedom of religion, education, and marriage. 

Additionally, the Rakhine state is riddled with poverty and unemployment, exacerbating the poor 

situation of the Rohingya. Poor conditions, oppressive policies enforced by the government, and 

violence continued into the 21st century. The situation was exacerbated in 2012 with the rape and 

murder of a Buddhist woman by three Rohingya men. The backlash against the Rohingya was 

intense, resulting in mass killings, destruction of Rohingya neighborhoods, and mass internal 

displacement. The role of the state of Myanmar has generally amounted to doing nothing or 

directly participating in the violence. Since 2012, many Rohingya have fled to neighboring 

countries or have been housed in internment camps 
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Further complicating the issue is the way the government of Myanmar has responded to 

international aid and outreach. The government has blocked or restricted the flow of food and 

medical supplies to Rohingya villages, prompting the UN to call on Myanmar to change its course. 

Also of concern is the widespread anti-Muslim sentiment in Myanmar. Although President Aung 

San Suu Kyi has advocated for peace, it has been difficult for her and her party to fully embrace 

support for the Rohingya because of the party’s base of Buddhist nationalists. Within the 

administration, the issue has not been deemed a priority. That said, in August 2016, the president 

has established a commission headed by former UN Secretary General Kofi Annan to address and 

resolve the ethnic violence in Rakhine. This report is due in August 2017. Furthermore, regional 

bodies have remained largely mixed on the treatment of the Rohingya Muslims. ASEAN has yet 

to coordinate assistance toward the Rohingya, although in December 2016, Malaysia, a member 

of ASEAN, called on the group to coordinate aid and investigate atrocities. On the international 

level, the UNHRC passed a resolution calling for a fact-finding mission to look into alleged human 

rights abuses in Myanmar. UNICEF and the World Food Programme have been able to deliver 

some food and aid to those affected by the crisis. In a recent statement released by the OIC, the 

OIC and the UN are working with Bangladesh are addressing the refugee aspect of the crisis. It is 

evident that some measures have been taken to address the situation of the Rohingya, but several 

issues remain outstanding. Even in neighboring states, conditions are less hostile, but there are 

various logistic difficulties in handling the flow of Rohingya migrants. In Myanmar, the Rohingya 

remain persecuted and discriminated against, with the government remaining largely silent or 

evasive on the issue.  
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2.3 Current Events 

2.3.1 Philippines 

The 2014 peace deal between the 

Philippines government and the MILF has 

been stalled under President Rodrigo 

Duterte. Radical Islamist groups have 

gained considerable control in Mindanao, 

most recently with IS affiliated groups in 

the city of Marawi. Under President Duterte, Mindanao Island has been placed under martial law. 

Furthermore, despite calls by older leaders from the Moro insurgency in the 20th century to 

put into action the 2014 peace deal, younger insurgents remain mistrustful and unhappy, adding 

another dimension to the decades-long conflict. The international community, via DISEC, must 

act to determine how best to defuse IS influence and violence in Mindanao while also addressing 

the long-time concerns of the Muslim minority in the island. 

2.3.2 Thailand 

 Despite advances in peace talks in recent years, it is evident that there is a considerable 

rift between MARA Patani, the militant BRN group, and the locals of southern Thailand. In 

2017, violence primarily carried out by the BRN via bombings and shootings continues while 

preconditions for peace talks continually fail to find approval amongst all parties on the table. 

With peace yet to be accomplished, there are several obstacles that should be considered. One, 

although the talks are taking place between MARA Patani and the government, it is difficult to 

ascertain the extent of MARA Patani’s legitimacy. For example, the BRN is somewhat 

connected to MARA Patani, but it is evident that the BRN will not hesitate to violently 
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demonstrate its opposition to peace proceedings against its interests. Furthermore, although it is 

the vehicle of negotiation with the government, few in southern Thailand know of or understand 

MARA Patani. As a result, for MARA Patani, it is difficult to come to a solution that is amicable 

to the people of southern Thailand, the militant groups of the insurgency, and the military-

controlled government. Second, it is hard to negotiate the level of international involvement 

desired by both parties; while the government wants the issue to stay domestic, the BRN wants 

the OIC and Malaysia to oversee any possible peace talks. As a result, the decades-long conflict 

remains at an impasse. Further solutions must somehow collectively address the separatists’ 

concerns while finding a way to tone down the violence in the region. 

2.3.3 Myanmar 

 The commission headed by former UN Secretary General Kofi Annan is set to release its 

reports and recommendations on addressing the ethnic violence against the Rohingya in 

Myanmar later this year. That said, any solution performed through the government is certain to 

meet considerable resistance, taking the widespread anti-Muslim sentiment in the country into 

account. The Rohingya continue to flee the country and struggle to find opportunities in 

neighboring states. All that considered, the national sentiment against the Rohingya remains as 

odious as ever. The refugee crisis that has arisen from the conflict in Myanmar remains to be 

addressed; in recent weeks and months, statements from bodies and countries such as the UN, 

OIC, Bangladesh, and Malaysia have indicated that there is some level of coordination underway 

to address the issue. 
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2.4 Bloc Positions 

2.4.1 OIC Member States 

The MNLF has observer status in the OIC, while the Philippine government does not. Thus, 

there is a certain recognition by the OIC of the MNLF as a representative of the Moro Muslims in 

the Philippines. The OIC has publicly stated that they support the peace process ongoing in 

Mindanao. Regarding the crisis in southern Thailand, the BRN has repeatedly emphasized that the 

OIC must observe any peace talks between the government and MARA-Patani. This might suggest 

that the BRN sees the OIC as an advocate for its interests in the region. The OIC, like other 

international bodies, has criticized the Myanmar government over the treatment of the Rohingya 

Muslims; it has also created an envoy for the Rohingya crisis, but at the same time, is a little 

hesitant in assisting nations to protect the Rohingya refugees. 

2.4.2 ASEAN Member States 

It is difficult to envision an active role for ASEAN in the Philippines and Thailand 

especially, given its commitment to non-intervention. On the issue of Myanmar, ASEAN has been 

criticized for strict adherence to this non-intervention policy. That said, there has been some 

modest proposals for ASEAN involvement, most specifically in aid coordination. The of ASEAN 

nations will likely feel the need to push for peace in the three conflicts, but be hesitant to actively 

interfere. 

2.4.3 EU Member States 

The European Commission has been providing humanitarian aid to Myanmar since the 

1990s. It has also endorsed a UNHRC resolution calling for a fact-finding mission to look into 

human rights abuses in Myanmar. This might suggest that the European Union might be favorable 

to greater intervention in the Myanmar situation than bodies such as ASEAN.  The EU as a whole 
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has viewed separatist movements within Europe to be largely domestic issues; this might suggest 

that the views of the individual EU nations regarding separatism in the Philippines and Thailand 

might depend on how each nation has addressed their own separatist movements. The EU would 

likely be in favor of mitigating violence and atrocities related to separatism without addressing the 

legitimacy of the movements themselves. 

2.5 Discussion Questions 

• What are some of the grievances that spark separatist movements? How does the 

government’s political structure and policies towards minorities influence separatist 

movements? 

• Should the international community solely focus on toning down the violence in these 

states or should they also consider the concerns of separatist movements? Can one be done 

without the other, or must they both be considered? 

• Across the three nations discussed above, ethnic minorities have reacted very differently 

toward government policies, economic conditions, and systemic discrimination. What are 

some reasons that account for these differences, and how do those reasons impact possible 

conflict resolutions? 

• The separatist movements are largely driven by grievances toward discrimination and poor 

economic conditions; these are largely domestic issues. What role can regional and 

international bodies play in resolving these conflicts? 

• How do the dynamics of militant groups vary across the three nations discussed? How do 

these dynamics impact possible conflict resolution?  

2.6 Resources 

• Philippines Links 
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o http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTCPR/214578-

1111996036679/20482477/WP24_Web.pdf  

o http://news.trust.org/spotlight/Philippines-Mindanao-conflict/?tab=briefing  

o https://asiafoundation.org/resources/pdfs/MindanaoCaseStudyFullReport.pdf  

o http://peacebuilding.asia/brief-chronology-of-the-conflict-in-the-southern-

philippines/ 

o http://www.c-r.org/where-we-work/southeast-asia/history-mindanao-conflict-and-

moro-islamic-liberation-front 

o http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40103602 

o http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40155369  

o http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40022529  

• Thailand Links 

o https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/muslim-insurgency-southern-thailand 

o http://peacebuilding.asia/1226/ 

o http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/the-secret-war-in-thailands-deep-

south-8550581.html 

o http://www.religionandgeopolitics.org/country-profiles/thailand  

o https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-

peace-dialogue-no-traction  

o http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-15641745 

o http://thediplomat.com/2017/07/no-end-in-sight-for-thailands-deadly-southern-

insurgency/ 

http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTCPR/214578-1111996036679/20482477/WP24_Web.pdf
http://siteresources.worldbank.org/INTCPR/214578-1111996036679/20482477/WP24_Web.pdf
http://news.trust.org/spotlight/Philippines-Mindanao-conflict/?tab=briefing
https://asiafoundation.org/resources/pdfs/MindanaoCaseStudyFullReport.pdf
http://peacebuilding.asia/brief-chronology-of-the-conflict-in-the-southern-philippines/
http://peacebuilding.asia/brief-chronology-of-the-conflict-in-the-southern-philippines/
http://www.c-r.org/where-we-work/southeast-asia/history-mindanao-conflict-and-moro-islamic-liberation-front
http://www.c-r.org/where-we-work/southeast-asia/history-mindanao-conflict-and-moro-islamic-liberation-front
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40103602
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40155369
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-40022529
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/muslim-insurgency-southern-thailand
http://peacebuilding.asia/1226/
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/the-secret-war-in-thailands-deep-south-8550581.html
http://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/asia/the-secret-war-in-thailands-deep-south-8550581.html
http://www.religionandgeopolitics.org/country-profiles/thailand
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-peace-dialogue-no-traction
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-peace-dialogue-no-traction
http://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-15641745
http://thediplomat.com/2017/07/no-end-in-sight-for-thailands-deadly-southern-insurgency/
http://thediplomat.com/2017/07/no-end-in-sight-for-thailands-deadly-southern-insurgency/
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o https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/thailand-malay-muslim-

insurgency-and-dangers-intractability  

• Myanmar 

o https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/rohingya-migrant-crisis  

o https://www.economist.com/blogs/economist-explains/2015/06/economist-

explains-0 

o http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/05/18/southeast-asias-migrant-crisis-explained-in-

maps-rohingya-boats/ 

o http://www.mei.edu/content/map/rohingyas-refugee-crisis-regional-and-

international-issue  

o https://documents-dds-

ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G17/081/98/PDF/G1708198.pdf?OpenElement 

o http://www.unhcr.org/cgi-bin/texis/vtx/refdaily?pass=52fc6fbd5&id=5445f0238  

o https://www.voanews.com/a/un-calls-on-myanmar-to-allow-aid-into-muslim-

maority-area/3588911.html  

o https://www.reuters.com/article/us-bangladesh-myanmar-oic-idUSKBN1AK1ST  

• Bloc Positions  

o http://www.mei.edu/content/philippines-elusive-quest-organization-islamic-

conference-oic-observer-status 

o http://www.arabnews.com/node/995681/saudi-arabia 

o https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-

peace-dialogue-no-traction 

https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/thailand-malay-muslim-insurgency-and-dangers-intractability
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/thailand-malay-muslim-insurgency-and-dangers-intractability
https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/rohingya-migrant-crisis
https://www.economist.com/blogs/economist-explains/2015/06/economist-explains-0
https://www.economist.com/blogs/economist-explains/2015/06/economist-explains-0
http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/05/18/southeast-asias-migrant-crisis-explained-in-maps-rohingya-boats/
http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/05/18/southeast-asias-migrant-crisis-explained-in-maps-rohingya-boats/
http://www.mei.edu/content/map/rohingyas-refugee-crisis-regional-and-international-issue
http://www.mei.edu/content/map/rohingyas-refugee-crisis-regional-and-international-issue
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G17/081/98/PDF/G1708198.pdf?OpenElement
https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/G17/081/98/PDF/G1708198.pdf?OpenElement
http://www.unhcr.org/cgi-bin/texis/vtx/refdaily?pass=52fc6fbd5&id=5445f0238
https://www.voanews.com/a/un-calls-on-myanmar-to-allow-aid-into-muslim-maority-area/3588911.html
https://www.voanews.com/a/un-calls-on-myanmar-to-allow-aid-into-muslim-maority-area/3588911.html
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-bangladesh-myanmar-oic-idUSKBN1AK1ST
http://www.mei.edu/content/philippines-elusive-quest-organization-islamic-conference-oic-observer-status
http://www.mei.edu/content/philippines-elusive-quest-organization-islamic-conference-oic-observer-status
http://www.arabnews.com/node/995681/saudi-arabia
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-peace-dialogue-no-traction
https://www.crisisgroup.org/asia/south-east-asia/thailand/southern-thailand-s-peace-dialogue-no-traction
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o http://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2017/02/rohingya-crisis-role-oic-

170217102801957.html 

o https://aseas.univie.ac.at/index.php/aseas/article/view/200/92 

o http://www.japantimes.co.jp/opinion/2017/02/02/commentary/world-

commentary/asean-worsening-rohingya-crisis/#.WYvtK4jytEY 

o http://ec.europa.eu/echo/where/asia-and-oceania/myanmar_en 

o http://www.reuters.com/article/us-myanmar-rohingya-eu-idUSKBN17Y1UM 

o http://www.css.ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/gess/cis/center-for-

securities-studies/pdfs/CSSAnalyse160-EN.pdf   

• Topic Overview 

o http://library.cqpress.com/cqresearcher/document.php?id=cqrglobal2008040000  
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