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Chair Letters 

Yuval Miller 

Dear delegates, 

Welcome to ATIDMUN 2021 Security Council! 

My name is Yuval Miller and I will be co-chairing Security Council in the 

upcoming ATIDMUN. 

I am currently a senior in Atid Lod High School, and I major chemistry and 

software engineering. I have been doing MUN for the last 3 years in a plenty of 

conferences in Israel. This will be me 3rd time chairing, and I am thrilled for this 

very special conference.  

In my spare time, I code, play the guitar, listen to music, or 

watching astrophysics/geopolitics videos on YouTube. 

If you have any questions regarding our topics or are 

encountering any problems at all, please don’t hesitate to 

contact me at yuvalmillermun@gmail.com. 

May you have a wonderful time at ATIDMUN 2021!  

Sincerely, 

Yuval 
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Maayan Dahan 

Hey there! I’m Maayan, your chair. This is my fifth year of mun and my 

seventeenth conference in case anyone was wondering. I’m an exhausted senior, 

like all are, but just watch me invest so much of my free time into MUN. I study 

music and art as my majors, I love singing, crochet and anything that has to do 

with debate, public speaking, mun, etc. I really hope all of y’all have a great time at 

AtidMUN VII and I’m excited to see everyone there! 

Sincerely, Maayan 

maayan4365@gmail.com 
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Introduction to the Committee: 
Welcome, delegates, to the United Nations Security Council committee. 

Outside of the Crisis Committee, UNSC has the privilege of being the most 

unique committee in most model UN conferences. This is due to the committee 

having its own set of rules, and being the only committee with the ability to take 

immediate action. During this conference the UNSC committee will discuss the 

topics of the role of the UN in enforcing international law, and the conflict in the 

Democratic Republic of Congo.  These two topics are very challenging, as they 

question the foundations of the Security Council as they exist today. This 

committee is best suited for advanced delegates for another reason; the playing 

field is uneven. The Security Council has fifteen members, only five of whom are 

permanent. The other ten rotate, giving relatively equal power to each continent. 

The five permanent members are the WWII era Big Four (Russia, China, The UK, 

and The US), with the extra addition of France to make the amount of members 

uneven. These five countries are the founders of the United Nations Security 

Council, and only these five have veto power. This means that in the real world 

they can decide whether or not topics can even be discussed. In the committee it 

means that they can shoot down any resolution they do not approve of. Of 

course, it is easy to see that not all participants have an equal amount of power, 

but it makes the experience all the more realistic. Do not worry delegates, your 

Chairs are aware of this, and judge accordingly.  

Additionally, it is important to note that in the Security Council, not only does the 

committee have power to take action against things, any resolution that passes is 

binding. So please make sure you as a country have the means and motives before 

championing solutions of any sort.  

Good Luck! 
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Topic A: The Role of the United Nations in 

Enforcing International Law 

Background to the Topic: 
After the events of WWI there was an immediate need for rules of warfare to 

protect civilian populations (and also to help prevent nations from invading each 

other so often). In 1920, The League of Nations was established after the war, 

which tried to solve the issues by passing a treaty agreement providing for 

economic and military sanctions against members that used "external aggression" 

to invade or conquer other member states. In addition, an international court was 

established, the Permanent Court of International Justice, to settle disputes 

between nations in an attempt to minimize armed conflicts. At this point in time, 

many nations found it agreeable to use international arbitration, instead of 

invasions to settle disputes, and so a variety of treaties were signed by an even 

greater variety of countries to set that idea into motion. However, international 

crises made it explicitly clear that the nations of the world were not yet committed 

to the idea of giving external authorities any form of power over them and  then 

acts of violent aggression on the part of Germany, Italy and Japan went 

completely undeterred by international law, giving way to the Second World War. 

After World War II, the League of Nations was deemed ineffectual and dissolved. 

Yet again, however there was an outcry against the horrors of war, in an attempt 

to protect the traumatized civilian populations. This time the Allied powers sat 

down and built the charter for a new international organization, the United 

Nations. 

In the Charter, the big four (the US, the UK, China, and the Soviet Union) found 

the six principal organs of the United Nations of which 3 are particularly relevant 

to us: The United Nations General Assembly, the International Court of Justice, 

and most importantly, the United Nations Security Council.  
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The UNGA 

In the United Nations General Assembly, (henceforth referred to as the UNGA) 

the most substantial chunk of International Law was deliberated and then penned. 

For example, the UDHR (Universal Declaration of Human Rights)  which is one 

of the most important documents ever penned, bar none. It has served as a 

guideline for all the constitutions founded ever since (1948), and is one of the first 

instances in which legislation in any subject was deliberately intended and built to 

be international, and to transcend all borders. This is an example of treaty law.  

 

Treaty law: 

Essentially, treaty law deals with the question of responsibility. Treaty law is 

defined as a legally binding agreement between nations. But of course, we all 

know what a treaty is. The important aspect of treaty law, is that if a nation, 

organization, or other legal entity is not a signatory, then the treaty is not binding. 

This means that nations which are not signatories of the UDHR, can not be held 

accountable if they violate what is stated in the declaration. For example; South 

Africa abstained in an obvious attempt to preserve the system of apartheid that 

was evident in the country, seeing as it definitely violates multiple articles of the 

declaration. Saudi Arabia abstained as well claiming that the UDHR clashed with 

Sharia Law, and that it served as a western Judeo-Christian interpretation of 

human rights which means it does not include a culturally conscious view of 

human rights, expressing concern with Articles 16 and 18 (the right to change 

religion or belief, and equal marriage rights). The USSR nations did not ratify the 

UDHR for fear that it did not do enough to stop Nazism (though experts believe 

it was due to the provisions against governments violating civil and political 

rights). Yemen and Honduras failed to vote or abstain at all.  

All of these countries cannot be held accountable for the human rights violations 

happening in their countries simply because they did not agree to be held 

responsible for them. In fact, the UK, which was a signatory, almost abstained as 
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well claiming that the document lacked the ability to enforce the moral obligations 

proposed.  

 

And that’s exactly the problem with the current state of international law. 

 

It is important to note that while the UDHR began as treaty law, in today's 

perspective it has evolved into customary law, and the “Universal” part of the 

declaration makes it seem like it was intended to do so all along. Perhaps 

mentioning regular treaties, (Lisbon, Paris, Versailles, Rome, Brest-Litovsk) would 

have been an easier to grasp example. To make a long story short (too late) if a 

country is a signatory of a treaty they are bound by it. If not, they have nothing to 

do with it.  

The ICJ 

 
The second Principal Organ that we will speak about is the International Court of 

Justice. Founded alongside the other UN organs, the ICJ serves as the direct 

descendant of the League of Nations’, The Permanent Court of International 

Justice which lasted for only a little over 20 years. The ICJ is a theoretically very 

powerful body that could serve as the overpowering authority of all countries, (or 

at least all UN members) and make international law actual, enforceable law. 

However, in reality, - even though all UN member states are parties to the Court’s 

statutes thereby giving consent to be brought before the ICJ - only countries who 

have chosen to be taken to the ICJ can be judged. This includes treaties in which 

signatories agree that all disputes will be dealt with by the ICJ. The issue is the way 

ICJ rulings are carried out. Usually they are either enforced by the countries who 

were actually part of the case, meaning they both consent to the ICJ ruling, or the 

UNSC intervenes. Obviously, here begins a problem, because the Security Council 

gives veto power to specific members, which means if one of them is tried by the 
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ICJ, the UNSC will not enforce anything, because the country will use the veto on 

whether or not to even discuss it at all(this is something that can be done only in 

the real UNSC). Due to the obvious unfairness between countries, and the belief 

that no country is better than another (in spite of the Security Council 

composition) the ICJ released a ruling stating that countries don’t have to be tried 

by the ICJ if they don’t consent.  

The interesting part is that not all international law is under ICJ jurisdiction, 

anyway. Violations of international law by a single person have a different court 

(the ICC). The problem is if a country is not a signatory of the Rome Statute it is 

not considered an ICC member state and so the citizens of the country cannot 

even be tried. (Israel, for example, is not, and therefore Israeli citizens cannot be 

tried there for, say, for war crimes against the Palestinians) While both bodies set a 

very interesting precedent for the future of international law and a possible future 

global authority, neither one of them alone has the power…. Yet. 

 

A quick but important sidenote: 

Around the same time period as the UDHR, (1949) countries reconvened after a 

series of conventions known as the Geneva Conventions. In the past, kingdoms 

had convened in the first three Geneva conventions to give certain inalienable 

rights to soldiers; the sick or wounded in occupied land or waters, or for example 

guidelines for treating prisoners of war. Then, for the first time in 1949, the 

Geneva Convention chose to focus on something a little different: The Protection 

of Civilian Persons in Time of War. This document is the Geneva convention 

we’ve all heard about. It is the first one that doesn’t talk about combatants. In the 

later years, more protocols to the Geneva convention were added, and today 

almost 200 countries have signed them all (including the State of Palestine since 

2014). Now comes the interesting part: in 1993, the Security Council adopted a 

report from the Secretary-General and a commission of experts that stated that 
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the Geneva Conventions, because of their nearly universal ratification, will pass 

into customary international law.  This is a unique example of treaty law which 

morphed into customary law.  

 

So far, two main documents have been brought up that have become customary 

international law, The UDHR and the Geneva conventions. The UDHR has 

served as the basis for international human rights law spawning the ICESCR, for 

example, but has actually had an influence on over 70 documents each stating the 

declaration in their preambles. The Geneva conventions have served as the basis 

for international law in times of war and both of these documents are the 

documents used in the international court of justice and the international criminal 

court. However, human rights law and wartime guidelines are not the only forms 

of international law out there. In fact, there is another form: trade law. Generally 

speaking, countries have a tendency to obey these types of laws because they really 

do make things easier across the board, and so are rarely disputed as well. Yet 

sometimes, something such as fishing rights incites an extremely political debate. 

The WTO (World trade organization) is an alliance of countries who work 

together to create international trading guidelines in order to maximize economic 

revenue and development and help even the playing field in that respect. How 

does this work? Well, like any other UN committee, despite not being a UN 

committee at all, the countries convene to discuss and write a series of trade laws, 

regarding tariffs, competition, discriminatory practices, and such. The biggest 

difference is enforcement. If a member of the WTO violates trade agreements, 

then the victim of the violation is authorized to place trade sanctions on it. 

Additionally, the WTO members can also convene to settle those kinds of 

disputes. This is also considered international law, and just by the way, the 

Security Council can also place sanctions on countries. It is beneficial to compare 

and contrast international trade law with the UDHR and the Geneva 
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Conventions, and try to decide the limits of international law, and of their ability 

to be enforced. 

As we’ve seen, international law is not exactly the strongest at the moment and is 

often unable to enforce its rulings. On the other hand, international cooperation 

has become far more common, though of course not universal. Nowadays, nearly 

two hundred nations are members of the United Nations, and have voluntarily 

bound themselves to its charter. Even the most powerful nations understand the 

importance of and rely on international cooperation and support, and have 

routinely sought international agreement and consent before engaging in acts of 

war. 

Customary International Law: 

Now this is the big issue. Customary international law is, to put it simply, any 

international treaty or convention that is used as the basis for international 

decisions, even if the country did not sign them or agree to be bound by them. 

Wikipedia explains it quite nicely: 

 

“Generally, sovereign nations must consent in order to be bound by a particular 

treaty or legal norm. However, international customary laws are norms that have 

become pervasive enough internationally that countries need not consent in order 

to be bound. In these cases, all that is needed is that the state has not objected to 

the law. However, states that object to customary international law may not be 

bound by them unless these laws are deemed to be jus cogens*.” 

 

*Jus Cogens, or in English “Compelling Law,” and refers to an unwritten 

universal code and moral values, that are too fundamental to be penned 

(according to the Romans), but basically, it means in the context of the quote, that 

states are allowed to object to customary international law and maybe possibly be 
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free from enforcing it, granted they aren’t trying to get away with doing something 

internationally agreed upon as terrible; i.e. slavery, torture, or genocide.  

 

There are a few slight hiccups in this system. The first is that countries are 

suddenly bound by things they do not necessarily agree to, and since there isn’t as 

of yet a higher international authority, that is an important source of international 

tensions. The second is that if almost all nations of the world agree that something 

is truly wrong then it is easy to deem laws against them jus cogens. The issue is 

that ‘almost all’ is not yet all, and we’re enforcing policy that isn’t necessarily right 

for everyone in entire countries. The last bump in the road is the United Nations 

Security Council.  

The UNSC: 
The United Nations Security Council is without a doubt the most important of 

the six principal organs of the UN. It is formally responsible for ensuring 

international peace and security, making changes to the UN charter, and 

recommending the addition of new members to the UN. While it already seems 

like the SC have enough on their hands, (that’s you!) the true scope of their 

powers and responsibility is much wider. This is for two main reasons. The first is 

a linguistic issue: What does ensuring International peace and security mean? This 

question appears to have a simple answer but I assure you it does not. While 

conflicts are brought before the Security Council, war, and international conflicts 

and tensions, are not the only threats to maintaining international peace and 

security, particularly the security part. So it brings up several questions. How can 

the Security Council intervene in cases of conflict between countries? What about 

in cases of Civil War? Non-state Actors? How about in cases of extreme Human 

Rights violations?  

Luckily, most of these questions already have answers. According to the UN 

charter, in situations of conflict, the Security Council can recommend either a 
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resolution that attempts to settle things peacefully, or actions from member 

nations such as, cutting communication, or diplomatic or economic ties. They are 

also licensed to enforce said resolution however they please (by any means 

necessary). These methods include peacekeepers. Another tool the Security 

Council uses in order to ensure security internationally is the R2P. The 

responsibility to protect is so called because it grants the Security Council extra 

responsibility to protect all of the world’s populations from human rights 

violations. This is done through the power of international law, and in the act 

strengthens the powers of international law.  

It manages to exercise authority over countries by claiming that the Security 

Council is allowed to intervene if one or more of the mass atrocity crimes is 

happening, and the country it was happening in was “manifestly failing” to protect 

the people from the atrocities. The four mass atrocity crimes are genocide, war 

crimes, ethnic cleansing, and crimes against humanity. This is an excellent example 

of international law that is internationally respected and enforced, (albeit heavily 

disputed).  

The second issue with the role of the Security Council is how it fits into 

international law. At the moment, due to issues explained (painstakingly, I believe) 

above, other international bodies, such as the ICC and the ICJ, and even the 

UNGA, lack the teeth to fully carry out decisions on a global scale. The Security 

Council is by far the most powerful enforcer of international law. The action 

taken in the SC to enforce ICJ rulings, or to encourage a country to behave in a 

certain way is unmatched. If for example, the Security Council could decide that 

Security is protection from pandemics and illnesses, how would that change the 

world as we know it today? What if the Security Council became an all 

encompassing global authority, serving as an international government of sorts?  

Now, to us that sounds very tempting, but if you take a look at the composition 

of the Security Council, (the veto power to some countries - including in 

procedural votes in the real world - and rotating representation to everyone else) it 
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might call into question again the justness of giving specifically the Security 

Council so much “responsibility.” 

Questions to Consider: 
 What if the Security Council became an all-encompassing global authority, 

serving as an international government? 

 How can the Security Council intervene in cases of conflict between 

countries? What about in cases of Civil War? Non-state Actors? How 

about in cases of extreme Human Rights violations? 

 Should International Law be allowed to take power, or should it remain 

within treaties? 

 Does freedom of choice extend to entire countries? What are the 

limitations? 

 Which organizations should enforce international law? How? 

 Can the Security Council serve as an unbiased body in its current 

composition and responsibilities? 

 Where should limitation be placed on Customary International Law, its 

creators, and its enforcers? 
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Topic B: The Conflict in the Democratic 

Republic of Congo 

Background to the Topic 

Independent Zaire – a Difficult Beginning 

Zaire, once a colony of Belgium, became independent in 1960. Independent 

Zaire’s first leader, Patrice Émery Lumumba, was an incredibly controversial 

figure, who was involved in numerous scandals during his reign. His death in 1961 

had thrown Zaire into a political spiral and unrest, which ended when Mobutu 

Sese Seko initiated a military overthrow in 1965, which was backed by Belgium 

and the CIA. Mobutu served as the president of Zaire between 1965 and 1997. 

Mobutu was the textbook example of a dictator who did it all, at least during the 

beginning of his reign – he was corrupt and nepotistic, he violently depressed his 

rivals, successfully implemented a one-party system, tried to erase the western 

culture, nationalized many assets, etcetera. During his early reign, Mobutu was 

supported by the USA thanks to his anti-communist stance. 

In 1990, things started going downhill for Mobutu. It began with the withdrawal 

of US support in favor of “a new generation of African leaders”. Meanwhile, 

democracy became more prevalent in Africa and public criticism against Mobutu 

has led him to abolish the one-party system and ultimately allowed opposition 

figures to enter his government. A few years later Mobutu’s health began 

deteriorating, therefore reducing his grip on power. 

The First and Second Congo War 

In 1994, the Rwandan genocide has created a massive influx of millions of 

Rwandan refugees in Zaire, both Hutu, and Tutsi. These refugees mainly settled in 

the Kivu region and the rest of Eastern Zaire. In 1996, Mobutu, holding a pro-

Hutu stance, issued a warrant which has forbidden the existence of Tutsis in 

Zaire’s territory and sentenced that any Tutsi found in Zaire have a death penalty. 
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This warrant caused massive outrage among Tutsis, including Paul Kagame, who 

was elected as Rwanda’s president several years later. 

These events triggered the first Congo war – a rebellion led by Laurent Désiré 

Kabila and his forces, which fought against Zaire’s army led by Mobutu. Kabila’s 

forces were supported by Rwanda and Uganda, and in 1997 seized control over 

Kinshasa, the capital of Zaire. Kabila seized power from Mobutu, who was sent to 

exile where he died of natural causes. Kabila’s government also renamed the 

country the Democratic Republic of the Congo (DRC).  

Kabila’s government was a great disappointment for all those who sought after 

change, and some would argue that in some aspects Kabila was worse than 

Mobutu. Nonetheless, most of the circumstances and interests that led to the first 

Congo war remained much unchanged, mainly the wide insurgency in East DRC. 

In 1998, the second Congo war began – it was another rebellion led by the 

Congolese Rally for Democracy (RCD) was kickstarted in the Kivu regions. This 

time against Kabila’s government. It was not long ago before the rebels had 

successfully conquered large areas of the country. Chad, Angola, Zimbabwe, and 

Namibia delivered President Kabila military support, which was effective in 

western Zaire. However, the rebels were able to maintain their control over East 

Zaire. The RCD was not alone but rather received support from Uganda and 

Rwanda.  

The Security Council supported a ceasefire and simultaneously called for a non-

interference policy and a withdrawal of foreign forces. A ceasefire was signed in 

July 1999, however, it did not lead to the end of the violence in the region. 

Following the ceasefire, a UN mission called MONUC was sent to the region. The 

mission was tasked with overseeing the implementation of the ceasefire, which 

was not respected. 

In 2001, after two more years of fighting, Kabila was assassinated by his own 

bodyguard. Shortly afterward his son was unanimously elected president by the 
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parliament of Congo. Kabila’s son was far more lenient compared to his father 

and was indeed a much-needed change that led to the end of the war. Kabila 

agreed to attend a joint meeting in the US with Paul Kagame, Rwanda’s president, 

which ultimately led to to a multilateral ceasefire agreement that included Uganda, 

Rwanda, and the rebels.  

Following the agreement, Uganda and Rwanda began their withdrawal from the 

frontier. Meanwhile, in 2002 alone, Kabila successfully tackled the inflation in 

Congo, which dated to Mobutu’s reign, and signed peace treaties with Uganda and 

Rwanda. 

In the aftermath of the fighting, some estimates claim that over 5 million people 

lost their lives due to the ongoing war and its consequences. Due to its immense 

death toll and the great number of countries that were militarily involved in the 

conflict, it is often regarded as the African world war and seen as the deadliest 

conflict since the second world war. 

Post-War Congo – a New Beginning? 

Although Kabila’s conduct during the first years at the end of the war was very 

good, and vastly contributed to a much-needed ceasefire, the continuation of his 

regime was not as impressive. Kabila did work to create a constitution and to 

conduct a multi-party free election – both were obtained in 2006. Kabila’s victory 

was challenged by his opponent who claimed that there were “irregularities” in the 

process. As a result, violence broke out, and the MONUC had to respond. 

Eventually, Kabila did win another second round of elections held later in 2006 

with 70% of the vote and was sworn as president in late 2006. 

Another election system was held in 2011, and Kabila came out victorious. This 

time, solid evidence was found for interference against the leading opposition 

candidate - Etienne Tshisekedi – namely 2000 polling stations that were 

intentionally extracted from the vote. Consequently, Tshisekedi regarded the 

results as illegitimate, and the country was thrown into violent unrest. 
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In 2015, shortly before the planned 2016 elections, Kabila attempted to promote a 

law meant to keep him in office longer than the 2016 deadline. Following this 

announcement, a large protest led by students broke out, and over 40 lives were 

lost as a result of violent confrontations between the police and protesters. 

The situation in Congo during the 2016 elections was surreal. In September 

widespread violent protests reached turmoil. As a result, Kabila’s regime had 

become extremely paranoid, suspecting everyone. People who they deemed 

connected to the opposition or even just looking could end up being arrested, and 

as a result, people were de facto confined to their homes.  

Eventually, no alternative leader was chosen in 2016, and elections for replacing 

Kabila were only conducted at the end of 2018. Félix Tshisekedi, son of Etienne 

Tshisekedi, has won these elections and serves as the president of the DRC ever 

since. 
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Figure 1: Congo’s GDP per capita over time alongside main historical events 

(taken from “The Economist”) 

Kivu Conflict 

The Kivu conflict is an ongoing conflict that was initiated as a result of the two 

previous wars in the region of East DRC. The conflict was initially between the 

FDLR (Democratic Forces for the Liberation of Rwanda) and groups backed by 

Rwanda, mainly the RDC and its predecessor, the CNDP (National Congress for 

the Defense of the People), headed by Laurent Nkunda. The UN mission to 

Congo, which was renamed MONUSCO in 2010 was also a key player in the 

conflict. It is also important to emphasize that at any given moment over 1000 

small rebel groups have been operating in the region and wreaking havoc, even if 

not worth mentioning in this study guide for simplicity and clarity. 

The FDLR is an organization associated with the execution of the horrific 

Rwandan genocide, which is naturally alienated towards the post-genocide Tutsi 

regime in Rwanda headed by Paul Kagame. As a result, Kabila’s regime supported 

this organization in order to counteract rebel groups in Eastern DRC. Following 

the 2002 ceasefire, the FDLR forces located in Kinshasa were moved to the Kivu 

regions. These forces did not respect the ceasefire agreement and actively attacked 

Tutsis both in the Kivu regions and inside Rwanda, thereby reigniting tensions in 

the region. 

In 2004 Nkunda’s CNDP started fighting the DRC’s army, in order to protect the 

Congolese Tutsis, also known as Banyamulenge. It is believed that the CNDP was 

supported by Rwanda in order to defend the Tutsis and fight the FDLR. The 

fighting went on until 2009, when Rwanda and the DRC agreed to allow Rwandan 

forces to enter the DRC, arrest Nkunda and capture FDLR activists. 

In 2012, with Bosco Ntaganda replacing Nkunda as the leader, the CNDP claimed 

for a breach of the peace agreement and formed the M23 rebel group, which 

many believe to be supported by Rwanda. The M23 seized control over Goma, a 
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major city of over 1 million inhabitants. This time, the UN forces were, for the 

first time since 1999, able to actively fight a militant group. These forces quickly 

defeated M23. Insurgencies in the region are still ongoing, with many rebel groups 

present and fighting in the region. 

After another very short period of peace between 2013 and early 2015, fighting 

broke out once again. The fighting in 2015-2016 can be mostly described as 

clashes between the army and the DRC and the FDLR. In 2017, a well-known 

rebel group became highly bothersome – the ADF (Allied Democratic Forces), a 

combination of Ugandan and Congolese oppositionists, responsible for over 1200 

casualties in the Beni region alone since 2017. 

One of the ADF’s most notorious attacks in the Kivu conflict was the seizure of a 

UN base in northern Kivu. This attack led to the death of 15 UN peacekeepers 

from MONUSCO as well as 8 DRC soldiers and received international criticism 

from many bodies and countries. Antonio Guterres, the UN’s Secretary-General, 

has regarded the attack as a “war crime” and the worst incident that happened to 

UN peacekeeping forces since the 1993 ambush in Somalia. 

The ADF has been targeting many cities in the region such as Beni and Matete, 

raiding and killing innocent civilians and opposing soldiers alike. Sometimes the 

ADF forces were armed with nothing, but machetes were able to kill dozens of 

people. Counter attacks carried out by the DRC’s army were never successful at 

stopping the ADF’s violent attacks. 

Later, the Islamic State in Central Africa also abbreviated ISCAP, became 

involved in the chaos, launching large-scale attacks, for example, ISCAP 

unleashed an attack on a jail in Beni, thereby allowing 1300 prisoners to escape. 

Following that attack, ISCAP often clashed with the army of the DRC, causing 

only further unrest in the region. 
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Figure 2: A map of the rebel groups in the DRC as of October 2020 (taken from 

“Wikipedia”) 

It is important to discuss a few common characteristics of the insurgency and 

rebel groups: 

 Armed groups have been recruiting children to fight amongst them. 

 Armed groups inflict sexual violence upon civilians and female fighters are 

often recruited just for the sake of becoming sex slaves. 

 The Kivu region, rich in minerals, is often illegally exploited by the rebel 

groups in order to generate profits. The minerals and control over them 

can sometimes be the cause of fighting between rebel groups. 
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Current Situation 

Tshisekedi’s Regime 

Tshisekedi was off to a screeching start when in 2020 his chief of staff was 

accused of embezzlement and sent to prison for 20 years. However, Tshisekedi’s 

fight against remnants of support for Kabila in the government ultimately 

succeeded, and eventually, In April 2021, a new government was formed without 

Kabila’s supporters. Now, Tshisekedi is fully ready to tackle the ongoing conflicts. 

The Kivu Conflict 

The Kivu conflict is still ongoing, and some would argue that it had reached a 

turning point earlier this year. On April 30, Tshisekedi announced a “state of 

siege” – a 30-day long military rule, which went into force on May 6 in the regions 

of North Kivu and Ituri. 

The state of siege has received great criticism. Some argued that a military regime 

is not the way forward to peace and that it can cause a great disruption to civilian 

life in the DRC. Claims were made of the DRC’s army’s strength and competence 

to tackle an immense number of militant rebel groups. Some also point at the fact 

that opposition figures hold municipal and regional high-ranking positions in both 

Ituri and North Kivu. It is assumed that a similar state of siege was not declared in 

South Kivu in order to prevent friction with rebel groups that are deeply 

connected to Rwanda and Uganda. 

When the state of siege ended, no special achievements were recorded, and the 

violent extremism kept ongoing. One of the latest events was the seizure of a 

village in the Ituri region by ISCAP. In this attack, ISCAP burned down the 

homes of Christians and executed a Congolese soldier. 

Conclusion 

The Kivu conflict is undoubtedly one of the toughest crises in our world. It has 

been going on for over 20 years and involves over 100 rebel groups, all fighting 
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one another and the DRC’s somewhat incompetent army. It seems as if the 

situation has become normal, and the rebel groups are often seen as ingrained in 

the region. 

As a result, the UN must make a bold decision – should the conflict keep going 

on or should the UN come up with bolder moves that can change the status quo 

in the region. This committee has many questions to answer, and only by 

providing the correct answers, it will succeed to bring back peace to this highly 

troubled region 

We wish you the best of luck! 

Questions to Consider 

 Should foreign forces be used to address the issue at hand? How exactly? 

 Should the UN and its members strengthen the DRC’s army to increase its 

competence to tackle the rebel groups? How exactly (training, money, 

troops, etc.)? 

 Is it possible to harm rebel groups financially by disrupting their benefits 

from minerals? 

 Is it possible to spiritually discourage the rebel groups and their 

supporters? 

 Should the area be under a military regime? 

 What is the role of Uganda and Rwanda in the conflict? Should they be 

sanctioned if it is found that they are related to the rebel groups? 

 Should efforts be pointed at the ISCAP and the ADF? How exactly? 

Bibliography 

DW. (2021, May 6). DRC: Is President Tshisekedi's 'state of siege' a cover-up? Retrieved 

from DW: https://www.dw.com/en/drc-is-president-tshisekedis-state-of-

siege-a-cover-up/a-57426558 



 
 

AtidMUN VII 
 

 

27 
 

France24. (2021, May 1). DR Congo declares a 'state of siege' over worsening violence in east. 

Retrieved from France24: 

https://www.france24.com/en/africa/20210501-dr-congo-declares-a-

state-of-siege-over-worsening-violence-in-east 

MONUC. (2009, May 18). United Nations Organization Mission in the Democratic 

Republic of the Congo. Retrieved from MONUC: 

https://peacekeeping.un.org/en/mission/past/monuc/ 

The Economist. (2018, February 15). Congo’s war was bloody. It may be about to start 

again. Retrieved from The Economist: 

https://www.economist.com/briefing/2018/02/15/congos-war-was-

bloody-it-may-be-about-to-start-again 

Wikipedia. (2021, October 10). Allied Democratic Forces insurgency. Retrieved from 

Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Allied_Democratic_Forces_insurgency 

Wikipedia. (2021, September 24). First Congo War. Retrieved from Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/First_Congo_War 

Wikipedia. (2021, October 1). History of the Democratic Republic of the Congo. Retrieved 

from Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/History_of_the_Democratic_Republic_of_t

he_Congo 

Wikipedia. (2021, October 9). Kivu conflict. Retrieved from Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kivu_conflict 

Wikipedia. (2021, September 25). Second Congo War. Retrieved from Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Second_Congo_War 

Wikipedia. (2021, October 10). Zaire. Retrieved from Wikipedia: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zaire 

 


