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Introduction To Committee 

 
The General Assembly (GA) was established under Chapter IV of the United Nations (UN) 

Charter. Since the General Assembly is the main organ of the United Nations and has 

representation from every UN member states, it is able to discuss a wide variety of world issues. 

As a result of the extensive spectrum of topics discussed by the UN, the General Assembly is 

made up of six different committees. These committees are the Disarmament and International 

Security (DISEC) committee, the Economics and Financial (ECOFIN) committee, the Social, 

Humanitarian and Cultural (SOCHUM) committee, the Special Political and Decolonization 

(SPECPOL) committee, the Administrative and Budgetary committee, and the Legal committee. 

DISEC, the First Committee of the General Assembly, is one of the most popular GA-style 

committees in Model United Nations. 

In light of the events in Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the first resolution by DISEC was created in 

1946 to address international concerns for the “Establishment of a Commission to Deal with the 

Problems Raised by the Discovery of Atomic Energy.” 

DISEC deals with topics that center around disarmament, global issues, and threats to peace 

that jeopardize international security. Under Article 11 of Chapter IV of the UN Charter, “The 

General Assembly may consider the general principles of co-operation in the maintenance of 

international peace and security, including the principles governing disarmament and the 

regulation of armament.” 

 

AGENDA ITEM A) SETTLING THE DISPUTES IN 

THE SOUTH CHINA SEA 

Introduction To Topic 

The Philippines, Vietnam, China, Brunei, Taiwan and Malaysia hold different, sometimes 

overlapping, territorial claims over the sea, based on various accounts of history and geography. 

   China claims more than 80 per cent, while Vietnam claims sovereignty over the Paracel Islands 

and the Spratly Islands. 



   The Philippines asserts ownership of the 

Spratly archipelago and the Scarborough 

Shoal, while Brunei and Malaysia have 

claimed sovereignty over southern parts of 

the sea and some of Spratly Islands. 

 

   The South China Sea disputes involve both 

island and maritime claims among 

several sovereign states within the region, 

namely Brunei, the People's Republic of 

China (PRC), Republic of 

China (Taiwan), Malaysia, Indonesia, 

the Philippines, and Vietnam. An estimated 

US$5 trillion worth of global trade passes 

through the South China Sea annually and 

many non-claimant states want the South 

China Sea to remain international waters. To 

promote this, several states, including 

the United States, conduct "freedom of navigation" operations.  

 

   The disputes include the islands, reefs, banks, and other features of the South China Sea, 

including the Spratly Islands, Paracel Islands, and various boundaries in the Gulf of Tonkin. There 

are further disputes, including the waters near the Indonesian Natuna Islands, which many do 

not regard as part of the South China Sea. Claimant states are interested in retaining or 

acquiring the rights to fishing areas, the exploration and potential exploitation of crude 

oil and natural gas in the seabed of various parts of the South China Sea, and the strategic 

control of important shipping lanes. 

 

   In July 2016, an arbitration tribunal constituted under Annex VII of the United Nations 

Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) ruled against the PRC's maritime claims 

in Philippines v. China. The People's Republic of China and the Republic of China (Taiwan) 

stated that they did not recognise the tribunal and insisted that the matter should be resolved 

through bilateral negotiations with other claimants. However, the tribunal did not rule on the 

ownership of the islands or delimit maritime boundaries.  

 

https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/diplomacy/article/2185270/why-some-filipinos-fear-chinese-military-takeover-bankrupt


Background 

   China’s sweeping claims of sovereignty over the sea—and the sea’s estimated 11 billion 

barrels of untapped oil and 190 trillion cubic feet of natural gas—have antagonized competing 

claimants Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Taiwan, and Vietnam. As early as the 

1970s, countries began to claim islands and various zones in the South China Sea, such as the 

Spratly Islands, which possess rich natural resources and fishing areas. 

   China maintains [PDF] that, under international law, foreign militaries are not able to conduct 

intelligence-gathering activities, such as reconnaissance flights, in its exclusive economic zone 

(EEZ). According to the United States, claimant countries, under UN Convention of the Law of 

the Sea (UNCLOS), should have freedom of navigation through EEZs in the sea and are not 

required to notify claimants of military activities. In July 2016, the Permanent Court of Arbitration 

at The Hague issued its ruling on a claim brought against China by the Philippines under 

UNCLOS, ruling in favor of the Philippines on almost every count. While China is a signatory to 

the treaty, which established the tribunal, it refuses to accept the court’s authority. 

   In recent years, satellite imagery has shown China’s increased efforts to reclaim land in the 

South China Sea by physically increasing the size of islands or creating new islands altogether. In 

addition to piling sand onto existing reefs, China has constructed ports, military installations, and 

airstrips—particularly in the Paracel and Spratly Islands, where it has twenty and seven outposts, 

respectively. China has militarized Woody Island by deploying fighter jets, cruise missiles, and a 

radar system. 

   To protect its political, security, and economic interests in the region, the United States has 

challenged China’s assertive territorial claims and land reclamation efforts by conducting 

FONOPs and bolstering support for Southeast Asian partners. Also in response to China’s 

assertive presence in the disputed territory, Japan has sold military ships and equipment to the 

Philippines and Vietnam in order to improve their maritime security capacity and to deter Chinese 

aggression. 

 



Disputes 

 

The disputes involve both maritime boundaries and islands. There are several disputes, each of 

which involves a different collection of countries: 

1. The nine-dash line area claimed by the Republic of China, later the People's Republic of 

China (PRC), which covers most of the South China Sea and overlaps the exclusive 

economic zone claims of Brunei, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Taiwan, and 

Vietnam. 

2. Maritime boundary along the Vietnamese coast between the PRC, Taiwan, and Vietnam. 

3. Maritime boundary north of Borneo between the PRC, Malaysia, Brunei, Philippines, and 

Taiwan. 

4. Islands, reefs, banks and shoals in the South China Sea, including the Paracel Islands, 

the Pratas Islands, Macclesfield Bank, Scarborough Shoal and the Spratly 

Islands between the PRC, Taiwan, and Vietnam, and parts of the area also contested by 

Malaysia and the Philippines. 

5. Maritime boundary in the waters north of the Natuna Islands between the PRC, 

Indonesia and Taiwan 

6. Maritime boundary off the coast of Palawan and Luzon between the PRC, the 

Philippines, and Taiwan. 

7. Maritime boundary, land territory, and the islands of Sabah, including Ambalat, between 

Indonesia, Malaysia, and the Philippines. 

8.  Maritime boundary and islands in the Luzon Strait between the PRC, the Philippines, 

and Taiwan  



South China Sea 

Chinese claims in the South China sea are delineated in part by the nine-dash line. It was 

originally an "eleven-dashed-line," first indicated by the Kuomintang government of the Republic 

of China in 1947, for its claims to the South China Sea. When the Communist Party of China 

took over mainland China and formed the People's Republic of China in 1949, the line was 

adopted and revised to nine dashes/dots, as endorsed by Zhou Enlai. The legacy of the nine-

dash line is viewed by some PRC government officials, and by the PRC military, as providing 

historical support for their claims to the South China Sea.  

   In the 1970s, the Philippines, Malaysia and other countries began referring to the Spratly 

Islands as included in their own territory. On 11 June 1978, President Ferdinand Marcos of the 

Philippines issued Presidential decree No. 1596, declaring the north-western part of the Spratly 

Islands (referred to therein as the Kalayaan Island Group) as Philippine territory.  

   The once abundant fishing opportunities within the region are another motivation for claims. In 

2012, the South China Sea was believed to have accounted for 12% of world fishing catches 

worth $21.8 billion. There have been many clashes in the Philippines with foreign fishing vessels 

(including those of the PRC) in disputed areas. According to some commentators, the PRC 

believes that the value in fishing and oil from the sea has risen to a trillion dollars.  

   The area is also one of the busiest shipping routes in the world. In the 1980s, at least 270 

merchant ships used the route each day. Currently, more than half the tonnage of the world's 

crude oil transported by sea passes through the South China Sea, a figure rising steadily with the 

growth of the PRC consumption of oil. This traffic is three times greater than that passing 

through the Suez Canal and five times more than the Panama Canal.  

 

 

 

2011 Agreement 

On 20 July 2011, the PRC, Brunei, Malaysia, the Philippines and Vietnam agreed to a set of 

preliminary guidelines which would help resolve the dispute. The agreement was described by 

the PRC's assistant foreign minister, Liu Zhenmin, as "an important milestone document for 

cooperation among China and ASEAN countries". Some of the early drafts acknowledged 

aspects such as "marine environmental protection, scientific research, safety of navigation and 

communication, search and rescue and combating transnational crime", although the issue of oil 

and natural gas drilling remains unresolved. 

 



Incidents Involving Fishermen 

Prior to the dispute around the sea areas involved, fishermen from involved countries tended to 

enter each other's controlled islands and Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZ) leading to conflicts 

with the authorities that controlled the areas as they were unaware of the exact borders. As well, 

due to the depletion of the fishing resources in their maritime areas they were forced to fish in 

the neighbouring countries' areas.  

A Taiwanese fisherman was machine gunned to death by the coast guard of the Philippines in 

May 2013.  

In the spring of 2014, China and Vietnam clashed again over China's Haiyang Shiyou oil rig in 

Vietnam's EEZ. The incident left seventeen Vietnamese injured and damaged both China's and 

Vietnam's ships.  

Although Indonesia is not part of claims in the South China Sea dispute, after Joko 

Widodo became President of the country in 2014, he instituted a policy in 2015 that, if any 

foreign fishermen were caught illegally fishing in Indonesian waters, their vessels would be 

destroyed. The president wanted to make maritime resources, especially fisheries, a key 

component of his administration's economic policy. Since the policy's initiation, fishing vessels 

drawing from many neighbouring countries were destroyed by Indonesian authorities. On 21 

May 2015, around 41 fishing vessels from China, Vietnam, Thailand and the Philippines were 

destroyed. On 19 March 2016, the China Coast Guard prevented the detention of Chinese 

fishermen by Indonesian authorities after Chinese fishermen were caught fishing near the waters 

around Natuna, leading to a protest by Indonesian authorities; the Chinese ambassador was 

subsequently summonsed as China had considered the areas to be "Chinese traditional fishing 

grounds". Further Indonesian campaigns against foreign fishermen resulted in the destruction of 

23 fishing boats from Malaysia and Vietnam on 5 April 2016.  

Until late 2016, most fishing vessels blown up by Indonesian authorities were Vietnamese 

fishing vessels. Although Indonesian authorities increased their patrols to detect foreign fishing 

vessels, the areas in the South China Sea had already become known for Indonesian pirates, 

with frequent attacks on Malaysian, Singaporean and Vietnamese vessels as well as leading to 

hijacking such as the MT Orkim Harmony and MT Zafirah hijacking incidents. The continuing war 

against foreign fishermen by Indonesia led to protests by Vietnam in late 2016, when a 

Vietnamese fisherman was killed after being shot by Indonesian authorities. Beside that, Filipino 

Pirates of Moro Pirates from the Sulu Sea also reaching South China Sea when a Vietnamese 

fisherman was killed by Filipino pirates in late 2015.  

 

 

 

 

 

Current Situation 



Tensions between China and both the Philippines and Vietnam have recently cooled, even as 

China increased its military activity in the South China Sea by conducting a series of naval 

maneuvers and exercises in March and April 2018. Meanwhile, China continues to construct 

military and industrial outposts on artificial islands it has built in disputed waters. 

The United States has also stepped up its military activity and naval presence in the region in 

recent years, including freedom of navigation operations (FONOPs) in January and March 2018. 

In a speech during his November 2017 visit to Southeast Asia, President Donald J. Trump 

emphasized the importance of such operations, and of ensuring free and open access to the 

South China Sea. Since May 2017, the United States has conducted six FONOPs in the region 

 

Timeline of Events 

A UN tribunal has ruled unanimously in favour of the Philippines in its case against China’s 

extensive claims in the South China Sea. Here is a timeline of the dispute:  

 

 

1947: The Republic of China publishes the first map including the “nine-dash line” looping 

around almost the entirety of the South China Sea and claiming waters adjacent to Malaysia, the 

Philippines and Vietnam, for the government of Chiang Kai-shek.  

 

 

June 1953: Taiwan occupies Taiping, the biggest island in the Spratlys, which was originally 

claimed by France as part of its colony of Indochina and expanded by the Japanese during World 

War II as a submarine base. 

 

 

1970-71: The Philippines occupy five of the Spratly Islands and claim the entire western part of 

the archipelago. 

 

January 1974: The Battle of the Paracel Islands. South Vietnam is driven from the Paracel Islands 

by China's People's Liberation Army. Thirty-six soldiers die.South Vietnam occupies six of the 

Spratly Islands. 

 

August 1983: Malaysia occupies three Spratly Islands. 

 

 



1984: The Philippines join the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). 

 

 

1986: Indonesia joins the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). 

 

 

October 1986: Malaysia occupies two of the Spratly Islands. 

 

 

 

March 1988: The so-called Johnson South Reef Skirmish between Vietnam and China on the 

Spratly Islands results in the deaths of 74 Vietnamese sailors. 

 

 

June to September 1992: China seizes 20 Vietnamese cargo ships coming from Hong Kong, 

accusing them of smuggling. 

 

 

July 1992: Chinese marines land on on Da Lac reef in the Spratlys and build a "stone boundary 

marker of sovereignty." 

 

 

1994: Vietnam joins the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). 

China occupies Mischief Reef, claimed by the Philippines, and erects buildings on it. 

 

 

March 1995: The Malaysian Navy fires on a Chinese trawler, which it claimed had been fishing 

within Malaysia's exclusive economic zone. 

Taiwanese artillery bombards a Vietnamese freighter that had approached one of the Spratly 

Islands held by Taiwan. 

The Philippine military expels the Chinese from Mischief Reef and destroys all the buildings 

erected. 

 



 

1996: China, Malaysia and Brunei join the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 

(UNCLOS). 

 

 

April 1997: China and the Philippines clash over Scarborough Reef, on which they document 

their claims with flags and other markings. 

 

 

January 1998: Twenty-two Chinese fishermen are detained by the Philippine Navy. They are 

accused of fishing illegally in Scarborough Reef. 

 

 

January 1998: Vietnamese soldiers fire on a Philippine ship and severely injure a fisherman. 

 

 

May 1999: A Chinese fishing boat collides with a Philippine Navy vessel and sinks off 

Scarborough Reef. 

 

 

June 1999: Again, a Chinese fishing boat collides with a Philippine Navy vessel and sinks near 

the Spratly Islands. 

 

 

May 2000: Philippine soldiers seize Chinese fishing at the Palawan Islands. They killed one and 

arrested seven fishermen. 

 

 

January to March 2001: The Philippine Navy brings 14 trawlers on under the Chinese flag, 

confiscate their catch and escort the ships away from the sea area of the Spratly Islands claimed 

by the Philippines. 

 

 



August 2002: Vietnamese soldiers fire warning shots at a Philippine plane near the Spratly 

Islands. 

 

 

July 2008: The Chinese government warns the oil company ExxonMobil against entering into an 

exploration agreement with Vietnam, claiming it violates Chinese sovereignty. 

 

 

June 2009: A Chinese submarine collides with the sonar sensor of a US warship off the coast of 

the Philippines. 

 

 

May to July 2010: Indonesia and China each captures several of the other's fishing boats. They 

accuse them of fishing illegally in foreign waters. 

 

 

June 2010: An Indonesian patrol clashes with Chinese fishermen escorted by ships from the 

Chinese Ministry of Fisheries off the Natuna Island in the southern part of the South China Sea. 

 

 

February 2011: A Chinese frigate shoots warning shots at a Philippine boat near Jackson Atoll 

off the Spratly islands. 

 

 

March 2011: The Philippines strengthens border controls at its western maritime border. 

 

 

May 2011: Chinese maritime surveillance ships and People's Liberation Army ships are 

suspected of unloading building materials onto the Spratly Islands claimed by the Philippines. 

 

 

May 2011: Vietnamese authorities accuse China of having severed the seismic survey cables of 

the oil exploration ship Binh Minh 02. It had been operating on the edge of the Vietnamese 

continental shelf on behalf of the Vietnamese oil and gas company PetroVietnam. 



 

 

June 2011: A Chinese ship is caught in the cables of a Vietnamese oil exploration ship 1,000 

km from Hainan Island. 

 

 

June 2011: The Vietnamese navy carries out two nine-hour maritime exercises with live 

ammunition. 

 

 

July 2011: An unidentified ship in international waters contacts an Indian warship and demands 

an explanation for its sojourn in Vietnamese waters. The ship had previously visited a port in 

Vietnam. 

 

 

October 2011: A Philippine warship rams a Chinese fishing boat in disputed waters. The 

Philippine Embassy immediately apologizes, calling this an accident. 

 

 

February 2012: According to Vietnamese media reports, Chinese authorities prevent the landing 

of eleven Vietnamese fishermen seeking refuge from a storm on one of the Paracel Islands. 

Vietnam lodges a protest, but China rejects the allegations. 

 

China states that it does not agree with the exploration of a disputed oil field off the coast of the 

Philippine island of Palawan. 

 

 

March 2012: Taiwan reiterates its claim to the entire South China Sea. 

Official Vietnamese sources report that China has arrested 21 Vietnamese fishermen and is 

demanding 11,000 dollars for their release. 

 

 

April to June 2012: After a Philippine reconnaissance plane identifies Chinese fishing boats at 

Scarborough Reef, the Philippine Navy sends in its biggest warship, the BRP Gregorio del Pilar. 



The government in Manila says the fishermen are fishing illegally. China also sends ships. There 

is a stalemate. Only when the Filipino fishermen leave the area because of the impending 

typhoon season do the Chinese boats also leave. 

The Philippines undertakes a military exercise with the United States - despite protests from the 

Chinese side - that exacerbates tensions given the stalemate at Scarborough Reef. 

 

 

September 2012: Philippine president Benigno Aquino announces the country’s western 

maritime territory has been renamed the West Philippine Sea.  

 

 

November 2012: The Chinese province of Hainan receives permission to stop and search 

vessels that enter waters claimed by China at its discretion. 

Several news agencies report that Chinese fishermen have again cut the seismic survey cables of 

the Vietnamese oil exploration ship Binh Minh 02. The incident occurred midway between 

Hainan and the Vietnamese mainland. PetroVietnam later admitted that there had been an 

accident. 

 

 

December 2012: China submits claims to the East China Sea to the UN following the purchase 

of the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands by Japan’s government.  

 

 

January 2013: The Philippines formally initiates arbitration of China’s maritime claims in the 

South China Sea under the UN convention on the law of the sea with the International Tribunal 

for the Law of the Sea at The Hague. China refuses to participate in the arbitration.  

 

 

April 2013: Vietnam state media report that a cruise ship of Chinese tourists has embarked on a 

journey to the Paracel Islands.  

 

 

November 2013: China announces an air defence identification zone in the East China Sea 

surrounding the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands, claiming the right to monitor and intercept aircraft it 

finds within the zone. The US flies two jets through the airspace shortly afterwards.  



 

 

December 2013: The USS Cowpens is forced to use emergency evasive manoeuvres to avoid a 

collision with a People’s Liberation Army ship while observing China’s aircraft carrier, the 

Liaoning, on its first voyage in the South China Sea.  

 

 

January 2013: China’s southern province of Hainan introduces rules requiring non-Chinese 

fishing crews to acquire permits before entering much of the South China Sea to fish.  

 

 

April 2013: Satellite photos show Chinese vessels dredging sand to build the submerged 

Mischief Reef into an island. US president Barack Obama visits Manila to sign the 10-year US-

Philippines Enhanced Defence Co-operation Agreement, which provides for US troop and ship 

rotations in the Philippines.  

 

 

May 2014: China moves an oil rig owned by the China National Petroleum Corporation near the 

Paracel Islands, prompting anti-Chinese protests to erupt in Vietnam that damage businesses 

with ties to China. Chinese ships fend off Vietnamese ships sent to the area, and ultimately 

removes the rig from the area in July.  

 

 

August 2014: A Chinese fighter jet intercepts a US Navy surveillance aircraft.  

 

 

September 2014: The US and Philippines conduct a joint military exercise near Scarborough 

Shoal.  

 

 

October 2014: People’s Liberation Army Navy admiral Wu Shengli is reported by Taiwan 

intelligence to have visited five of the Spratly Islands occupied by China to observe reclamation 

work there.  

 

 



February 2016: Satellite imagery shows China expanding Tree Island and North Island in the 

Paracels. 

 

May 2016: Pentagon reports an “unsafe” interception by Chinese jets of a US surveillance 

aircraft over the South China Sea; President Obama visits Vietnam and lifts a 50-year arms 

embargo.  

 

June 2016: A brief show of unity from Asean countries collapses as a statement expressing 

“serious concerns” over developments in the South China Sea is abruptly retracted. The 

Indonesian navy says it has fired warning shots at Chinese fishing boats operating in the Natuna 

Sea, part of Indonesia’s exclusive economic zone.  

 

July 2016: China ratchets up its media campaign to discredit the validity of any ruling from the 

Philippines case after the tribunal says it will announce its ruling on July 12. Newly inaugurated 

Philippine president Rodrigo Duterte says his country might be willing to enter new talks with 

Beijing after the ruling. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

AGENDA ITEM B) STRENGTHENING THE 

ATTEMPTS OF COUNTER-TERRORISM IN THE 

INTERNATIONAL ARENA 

 

 

 

 

Introduction To Topic 

 
The human cost of terrorism has been felt in virtually every corner of the globe. The 

United Nations family has itself suffered tragic human loss as a result of violent terrorist acts. The 

attack on its offices in Baghdad on 19 August 2003 claimed the lives of the Special 

Representative of the Secretary-General, Sergio Vieira de Mello, and 21 other men and women, 

and injured over 150 others, some very seriously. 

 

Terrorism clearly has a very real and direct impact on human rights, with devastating 

consequences for the enjoyment of the right to life, liberty and physical integrity of victims. In 

addition to these individual costs, terrorism can destabilize Governments, undermine civil society, 

jeopardize peace and security, and threaten social and economic development. All of these also 

have a real impact on the enjoyment of human rights. 

 

Security of the individual is a basic human right and the protection of individuals is, 

accordingly, a fundamental obligation of Government. States therefore have an obligation to 

ensure the human rights of their nationals and others by taking positive measures to protect 

them against the threat of terrorist acts and bringing the perpetrators of such acts to justice. 

 

 

Background 



The United Nations General Assembly adopted the Global Counter-Terrorism Strategy on 

8 September 2006. The strategy is a unique global instrument to enhance national, regional and 

international efforts to counter terrorism.    

 

Through its adoption that all Member States have agreed the first time to a common 

strategic and operational approach to fight terrorism, not only sending a clear message that 

terrorism is unacceptable in all its forms and manifestation but also resolving to take practical 

steps individually and collectively to prevent and combat it.  

Those practical steps include a wide array of measures ranging from strengthening state 

capacity to counter terrorist threats to better coordinating United Nations system’s counter-

terrorism activities. 

 

The adoption of the strategy fulfiled the commitment made by world leaders at the 2005 

September Summit and builds on many of the elements proposed by the Secretary-General in 

his 2 May 2006 report, entitled Uniting against Terrorism: Recommendations for a Global 

Counter-Terrorism Strategy. 

 

 

What is terrorism? 

Terrorism is commonly understood to refer to acts of violence that target civilians in the 

pursuit of political or ideological aims. In legal terms, although the international community has 

yet to adopt a comprehensive definition of terrorism, existing declarations, resolutions and 

universal “sectoral” treaties relating to specific aspects of it define certain acts and core 

elements. In 1994, the General Assembly’s Declaration on Measures to Eliminate International 

Terrorism, set out in its resolution 49/60, stated that terrorism includes “criminal acts intended 

or calculated to provoke a state of terror in the general public, a group of persons or particular 

persons for political purposes” and that such acts “are in any circumstances unjustifiable, 

whatever the considerations of a political, philosophical, ideological, racial, ethnic, religious or 

other nature that may be invoked to justify them.” 

 

Ten years later, the Security Council, in its resolution 1566 (2004), referred to “criminal 

acts, including against civilians, committed with the intent to cause death or serious bodily injury, 

or taking of hostages, with the purpose to provoke a state of terror in the general public or in a 

group of persons or particular persons, intimidate a population or compel a Government or an 

international organization to do or to abstain from doing any act”. Later that year, the Secretary-

General’s High-level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Change described terrorism as any action 

that is “intended to cause death or serious bodily harm to civilians or non- combatants, when the 

purpose of such an act, by its nature or context, is to intimidate a population, or to compel a 

Government or an international organization to do or to abstain from doing any act” and 

identified a number of key elements, with further reference to the definitions contained in the 

1999 International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism and Security 

Council resolution 1566 (2004). 

 

The General Assembly is currently working towards the adoption of a comprehensive 

convention against terrorism, which would complement the existing sectoral anti-terrorism 

conventions. Its draft article 2 contains a definition of terrorism which includes “unlawfully and 

intentionally” causing, attempting or threatening to cause: “ death or serious bodily injury to any 

person; or  serious damage to public or private property, including a place of public use, a State 



or government facility, a public transportation system, an infrastructure facility or the 

environment; or damage to property, places, facilities, or systems..., resulting or likely to result in 

major economic loss, when the purpose of the conduct, by its nature or context, is to intimidate 

a population, or to compel a Government or an international organization to do or abstain from 

doing any act.” The draft article further defines as an offence participating as an accomplice, 

organizing or directing others, or contributing to the commission of such offences by a group of 

persons acting with a common purpose. While Member States have agreed on many provisions 

of the draft comprehensive convention, diverging views on whether or not national liberation 

movements should be excluded from its scope of application have impeded consensus on the 

adoption of the full text. Negotiations continue. Many States define terrorism in national law in 

ways that draw to differing degrees on these elements. 

 

 

Terrorism and International Humanitarian Law 

International humanitarian law contains a set of rules on the protection of persons in 

“armed conflict”, as that term is understood in the relevant treaties, as well as on the conduct of 

hostilities. These rules are reflected in a number of treaties, including the four Geneva 

Conventions and their two Additional Protocols, as well as a number of other international 

instruments aimed at reducing human suffering in armed conflict. Many of their provisions are 

now also recognized as customary international law. 

 

There is no explicit definition of “terrorism” as such in international humanitarian law. 

However, international humanitarian law prohibits many acts committed in armed conflict which 

would be considered terrorist acts if they were committed in times of peace. 

 

For example, deliberate acts of violence against civilians and civilian objects constitute 

war crimes under international law, for which individuals may be prosecuted. This rule derives 

from the fundamental principle of international humanitarian law related to the protection of 

civilians in armed conflict, namely the principle of distinction. According to this principle, all 

parties to a conflict must at all times distinguish between civilians and combatants. In essence, 

this means that attacks may be directed only at military objectives, i.e., those objects which by 

their nature, location, purpose or use make an effective contribution to military action and whose 

total or partial destruction, capture or neutralization, in the circumstances applicable at the time, 

offers a definite military advantage. Civilians lose their protection as civilians for such time as 

they participate directly in the hostilities. 

 

Furthermore, indiscriminate attacks are strictly prohibited according to international 

humanitarian law. This includes attacks that are not directed at a specific military objective, 

employ a method or means of combat which cannot be directed at a specific military objective, 

or employ a method or means of combat the effects of which cannot be limited as required by 

international humanitarian law, and consequently are of a nature to strike military objectives and 

civilians or civilian objects without distinction. Indiscriminate attacks include disproportionate 

attacks, which are also prohibited. 

 

International humanitarian law also specifically prohibits “measures of terrorism” or “acts 

of terrorism.” These prohibitions aim to highlight individual criminal accountability and protect 

against collective punishment and “all measures of intimidation or of terrorism.”17 Furthermore, 

“acts or threats of violence the primary purpose of which is to spread terror among the civilian 



population” are also strictly prohibited under international humanitarian law.18 According to the 

International Committee of the Red Cross, while even a lawful attack on a military objective may 

spread fear among civilians, these provisions, related to the conduct of hostilities, seek to 

prohibit “attacks that specifically aim to terrorize civilians, for example campaigns of shelling or 

sniping of civilians in urban areas.” 

 

 

 

Current Situation 
 

The United Nations Office of Counter-Terrorism 

 

The United Nations Office of Counter-Terrorism was established through the adoption of 

General Assembly resolution 71/291 on 15 June 2017. Mr. Vladimir Ivanovich Voronkov was 

appointed as Under-Secretary-General of the Office on 21 June 2017. 

 

As suggested by Secretary-General Antonio Guterres in his report on the Capability of the 

United Nations to Assist Member States in implementing the United Nations Global Counter-

Terrorism Strategy, the Counter-Terrorism Implementation Task Force and the UN Counter-

Terrorism Centre, initially established in the Department of Political Affairs were moved into a 

new Office of Counter-Terrorism headed by an Under-Secretary–General. 

 

The new Under-Secretary-General will provide strategic leadership to United Nations 

counter-terrorism efforts, participate in the decision-making process of the United Nations and 

ensure that the cross-cutting origins and impact of terrorism are reflected in the work of the 

United Nations. 

The Office of Counter-Terrorism has five main functions: 

 

• Provide leadership on the General Assembly counter-terrorism mandates entrusted to the 

Secretary-General from across the United Nations system; 

 

• Enhance coordination and coherence across the 38 Global Counter-Terrorism 

Coordination Compact (former CTITF) Task Force entities to ensure the balanced 

implementation of the four pillars of the UN Global Counter-Terrorism Strategy; 

 

• Strengthen the delivery of United Nations counter-terrorism capacity-building assistance 

to Member States; 

 

• Improve visibility, advocacy and resource mobilization for United Nations counter-

terrorism efforts; and 

 

• Ensure that due priority is given to counterterrorism across the United Nations system 

and that the important work on preventing violent extremism is firmly rooted in the 

Strategy. 

 



The Office will aim to have a close relationship with Security Council bodies and Member 

States, strengthening existing and developing new partnerships through regular travel and 

attendance at counter-terrorism-related meetings. 

 

The creation of the Office is the first major institutional reform undertaken by the Secretary-

General. 

 

 

 

EUROPEAN UNION TERRORISM SITUATION AND TREND REPORT 2018 (TE-SAT) 

This 2018 edition of the annual TE-SAT provides an overview of the nature and volume 

of terrorism that the EU faced in 2017. Although the majority of Member States reported that 

they did not experience any terrorist attacks during the reporting period, the human suffering 

and the threat of attacks remains high. In this report you will not only find information about how 

many terrorist attacks took place in 2017, but also the number of arrests and convictions for 

terrorist crimes. A brief overview of the terrorist situation outside the EU is also included. 

In 2017 European countries were again hit by terrorist attacks and there were many 

innocent victims of this indiscriminate violence. It therefore goes without saying that combatting 

terrorism remains a top priority for Europol. 

To fight terrorism, it is essential to have optimal information exchange and accurate data. 

That is why the EU Terrorism Situation and Trend Report (TE-SAT) was created in 2007 so that 

the European Parliament and all national governments and police forces have an overview of the 

European situation on an annual basis. Since the first report, which gave an overview of the 

situation in 2006, many things have changed. Although it already appeared that the internet 

played an important role in the radicalisation of some perpetrators, and terrorists showed a 

preference for improvised explosive devices, the terrorist landscape has further diversified and 

the threat has increased. 

https://www.europol.europa.eu/sites/default/files/documents/tesat_2018_1.pdf 

 

The New Face of  Terrorism in 2019 

The way Westerners think about Islamist terrorism has grown dangerously outdated. For 

decades, officials have focused on attacks launched by Middle Easterners. Today, however, the 

real threat increasingly comes from further east. In the former Soviet states and beyond, militants 

who once harbored mostly local grievances are turning their attention to the West. They will be 

the menace to watch in 2019. 

The threat posed by Middle Eastern terrorists has been shrinking for some time. Even 

during the war against the Islamic State, Russian speakers from former Soviet countries were 

already committing many of the major attacks in the West. Those included relatively simple lone-

wolf events, such as the 2017 truck strikes on pedestrians in New York and Stockholm—both 

conducted by Uzbeks—but also more complicated operations, such as the 2016 suicide 

bombing of Istanbul’s airport—which was allegedly organized by a Russian national—and the 

2017 attack on a nightclub in the same city, led by an Uzbek. 

https://www.europol.europa.eu/sites/default/files/documents/tesat_2018_1.pdf


There are several reasons for the relative increase in anti-Western terrorism coming out 

of the post-Soviet world. For starters, in recent years Middle Eastern jihadis have been too 

preoccupied with local conflicts in Iraq, Syria, and Yemen to head elsewhere. The pull of the 

Islamic State, meanwhile, has faded after its almost total defeat in Iraq and Syria. 

 

 

 

At the same time, the wars in the Middle East have transformed militants from Russian-

speaking areas, who previously focused on fighting repressive governments at home, into global 

terrorists. By 2017, at least 8,500 fighters from former Soviet republics had flocked to Syria and 

Iraq to join the Islamic State. That experience gave many of these jihadis their first taste battling 

U.S. and NATO troops, and it left them looking for vengeance, convinced that future operations 

should be aimed at the West. 

 

Timeline of Events 

Year 1969 
FEBRUARY 22, 1969 

SYRIA: Democratic Front for the Liberation of Palestine founded 

 

Year 1970 
SEPTEMBER 1, 1970 

JORDAN: Palestinian guerrillas expelled from country; Black September takes its name from this 

day 

FEBRUARY 21, 1970 

ISRAEL: PFLP-GC bombing of Swissair jet kills 47 



 

Year 1972 
DECEMBER 28, 1972 

THAILAND: Black September takes hostages and seizes Israeli Embassy; hostages released in 

return for safe conduct 

 
OCTOBER 29, 1972 

WEST GERMANY: Three Black September terrorists hijack Lufthansa plane and demand release 

of those who committed 1972 Olympics massacre; hijackers are captured but all later released 

 
SEPTEMBER 5, 1972 

WEST GERMANY: Israeli athletes held hostage at Munich Olympics by Black September; 11 

killed on 6 September 

 
MAY 30, 1972 

ISRAEL: Three members of JRA, acting on behalf of PFLP, kill 24 and wound 78 in attack on 

(now) Ben Gurion International Airport  

 

 

 

Year 1975 
DECEMBER 23, 1975 

GREECE: CIA station chief Richard Welch killed by gunmen in Athens; 17 November responsible 

 
DECEMBER 21, 1975 

AUSTRIA: “Carlos the Jackal” kidnaps 11 OPEC ministers in Vienna; three die 

 
AUGUST 24, 1975 

FRANCE: Turkish ambassador to France and driver killed in Paris; Secret Army for the Liberation 

of Armenia responsible 

 

 

Year 1980 
MAY 18, 1980 

PERU: Sendero Luminoso (Shining Path) begins terrorist operations 

 

 
FEBRUARY 27, 1980 

COLOMBIA: M-19 seizes Dominican Embassy, holds 20 ambassadors and 65 others hostage; 

last hostage released 21 April 

 

Year 1985 
DECEMBER 27, 1985 

ITALY/AUSTRIA: ANO group attacks Rome and Vienna airports; 18 dead and 121 wounded 

 
NOVEMBER 23, 1985 

GREECE: Egyptian plane hijacked to Malta; 56 killed during attempted rescue; ANO responsible 

 



NOVEMBER 7, 1985 

COLOMBIA: More than 100 die in M-19 seizure of Supreme Court building 

 
OCTOBER 7, 1985 

MEDITERRANEAN: Hijacking of Achille Lauro cruise ship; one US citizen killed 
 

 
JUNE 23, 1985 

CANADA: Bomb explodes on Air India flight 182, killing 329; Sikhs Ripudaman Singh Malik and 

Ajaib Singh Bagri held responsible and captured on 28 October 2001 

 

 

 

JUNE 14, 1985 

GREECE: Two Hizballah members hijack TWA flight 847 and murder US Navy diver, Robert 

Stethem, in Beirut; other hostages released, hijackers escape 

 
JUNE 11, 1985 

LEBANON: Jordanian flight to Amman hijacked, hostages freed the next day; plane destroyed, 

hijackers escape 

 
MAY 8, 1985 

SPAIN: Firebombing of US Citibank and Xerox buildings 

 
MARCH 16, 1985 

LEBANON: US journalist Terry Anderson kidnapped 

 
FEBRUARY 28, 1985 

UK: PIRA kills nine police officers in mortar attack 

 

 

Year 1990 
AUGUST 02, 1990 

IRAQ: Invasion of Kuwait begins 

 

 

Year 1995 
APRIL 19, 1995 

US: Truck bomb explodes at Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building in Oklahoma City, killing 168 and 

wounding hundreds; Timothy McVeigh found guilty and executed 11 June 2001 

 

 

 

Year 1998 
JANUARY 8, 1998 
US: Ramzi Ahmed Yousef is sentenced to life plus 240 years for World Trade Center bombings in 

1993 



 

Year 2001 
SEPTEMBER 11, 2001 
Four passenger planes hijacked; two crash into World Trade Center in New York City; one 

crashes into Pentagon; fourth crashes into field in Shanksville, Pennsylvania; nearly 3,000 killed; 

Usama Bin Ladin and al-Qa'ida responsible 

 

 
SEPTEMBER 10, 2001 

COLOMBIA: FARC leader German Briceno is sentenced in absentia to 40 years for murder of 

three US activists 

 
SEPTEMBER 9, 2001 

AFGHANISTAN: Opposition leader Ahmad Shah Mahsood killed by two al-Qa'ida suicide bombers 

 

 

Year 2004 
MARCH 11, 2004 

SPAIN: Abu Hafs al-Masri Brigade claims responsibility for four bombs on Madrid trains, killing 

198, wounding 600 

 

Year 2006 
JULY 11, 2006 

INDIA: Synchronized blasts on the Mumbai rail system kill nearly 200 and wound 900; LT 

believed responsible 

 

Year 2007 
MARCH 6, 2007 

IRAQ: Suicide bombers detonate themselves in a crowd of Shia pilgrims in Al Hillah, killing 120 

pilgrims and wounding 190 

AUGUST 15, 2007 

IRAQ: At least 400 killed, hundreds wounded in four truck-bomb explosions in Ninawa 

Governorate 

 

Year 2013 
FEBRUARY 1, 2013 

TURKEY: Suicide bomber attacks US Embassy in Ankara, killing himself and a guard; DHKP/C 

claims responsibility 

 

Year 2015 



NOVEMBER 13, 2015 

FRANCE: Series of attacks in and around Paris, most prominently at the Bataclan theatre, kill 

129, injure more than 400; Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant claims responsibility 

 
JULY 29, 2015 

PAKISTAN: Malik Ishaq, co-founder and leader of Lashkar-e-Jhangvi, killed in shoot-out in 

Muzaffargarh while being transported by police convoy 

 
JULY 10, 2015 

CHAD: Boko Haram suicide bombing in N’Djamena market kills 15; attack is believed the first by 

the group in the country 

 
JUNE 26, 2015 

TUNISIA: Gunman kills 38 tourists at beach resort in Sousse; ISIL claims responsibility 

 
JUNE 26, 2015 

KUWAIT: Bombing of Shia mosque in Kuwait City kills 27, wounds more than 220; ISIL claims 

responsibility 

 

 
JUNE 26, 2015 

FRANCE: Attack on US-owned factory near Lyon kills one, wounds two others; no claim of 

responsibility 

 
APRIL 2, 2015 

KENYA: At least 147 killed in attack on Garissa University; al-Shabaab claims responsibility 

 

MARCH 20, 2015 

YEMEN: Suicide bombers attack four Shia mosques in Sanaa, killing 140 and wounding more 

than 350; ISIL claims responsibility 

 

 
JANUARY 9, 2015 

FRANCE: Four killed in attack on deli in Paris; ISIL claims responsibility on 3 February 
 

JANUARY 7, 2015 

FRANCE: Attack on Charlie Hebdo magazine office kills 12 in Paris; AQAP claims responsibility 

on 14 January 
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