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 LETTER FROM THE  DIRECTOR-GENERAL 
 Esteemed Faculty and Delegates, 

 Welcome to  ALMUN XIV  . My name is Catharine del Carmen, and I am serving as the 
 Director-General. I am in my fourth year at the University of Alabama’s Bachelor of Social Work 
 (BSW) Program. Even after COVID-19 forced us to rain-check last year’s conference, I am so 
 excited that you chose to attend one of the Southeast’s premier Model United Nations 
 conferences for high school students! We are pleased to offer a diverse array of committees 
 ranging from traditional General Assemblies to the International Court of Justices to a crisis 
 committee based off a viral online video game with everything else in-between. I’m proud to 
 announce that ALMUN XIV will also be implementing its first Plenary Session for the General 
 Assembly during the last committee session on Sunday, February 6  th  . The fourteenth rendition 
 of ALMUN’s secretariat and staff have worked tirelessly to revamp our conference and provide 
 an immersive, engaging, and realistic experience to all delegates who choose to attend. 

 This is my eighth year participating in ALMUN, and I cannot believe how much time has passed 
 since I was a high school freshman freaking out over debating international policy in a room full 
 of people. Model United Nations has become a passion of mine, and I enjoy joking about the 
 irony of my previous statement with my friends and family. If you asked me eight years ago if 
 MUN would be a key player in my college experience, I would laugh in your face, but it truly has 
 shaped me into the young adult and aspiring professional I am today. The University of Alabama 
 has paid for me to travel to Boston, Chicago, Washington, D.C., and even Montreal, Canada. My 
 heart and mind are with international politics, advocacy, and diplomacy, and I do not believe I 
 could confidently say so if it weren’t for my experience as a Model United Nations delegate, 
 staffer, and secretariat member all these years. 

 I hope you all obtain the same amount of passion, wisdom, and joy that I have from competing 
 in MUN conferences, and I encourage you to take this past high school. My email will be listed 
 below if you have any questions about the conference, your committee, or just Model U.N. in 
 general. I wish you the best of luck in your research and preparation, and Roll Tide! 

 Best, 
 Catharine del Carmen 
 Director-General 
 almun.dg@gmail.com 



 ALMUN XIV: Special Political and Decolonization Committee  |  5 

 a note on  Research, Preparation, & Position Papers 
 Your experience as a delegate doesn’t begin on the first day of the conference. Rather, 

 the time you spend leading up to the conference is just as important as the debate and 

 discussion that occurs therein. Proper research and preparation are key to a successful 

 performance, but for new delegates, or those without much experience, the idea of a 

 MUN conference and the preparation behind it can seem like an overwhelming task. 

 The best place to start is this Background Guide written and prepared for you by your 

 committee staff. This document is the perfect jumping off point for all of your research, 

 and it will also help you understand the innerworkings, schematics, and purpose of your 

 character/country assignment and role as a delegate during the conference. 

 The position paper is a delegate’s first impression to the dais and is the final product of a 

 student’s preparation and research for any Model United Nations conference. It 

 contains informed perspectives and histories of the state a delegate represents and is 

 crucial to creating an authentic MUN experience. 

 All delegates are strongly encouraged to submit a position paper. Each 

 country/character represented at ALMUN XIV must submit a position paper in order to 

 be considered for awards. The best position paper within each committee will be 

 awarded the Outstanding Position Paper award by the committee staff. 

 FORMAT 
 ●  The  position  paper  will  be  two  pages,  so  that  each  topic  takes  up  space  on  one 

 page.  When  finished  writing  positions  for  the  first  topic,  add  a  page  break  and 
 begin the second topic on the second page. Do not exceed two pages. 

 ●  The document will be single spaced, 12 pt., Times New Roman 
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 ●  The  document  will  begin  with  a  three  line  header  on  the  left  side  consisting  of  the 
 following: 

 ○  Name(s) of the delegate(s) 

 ○  State represented by the delegate(s) 

 ○  Committee in which the delegate(s) will participate 

 ●  After  the  header,  center  and  identify  the  title  of  the  first  topic,  such  as  in  the 
 following example: 
 Topic A: [Insert Title of Topic] 

 ●  References  will  be  cited  using  footnotes  in  MLA  format.  Include  the  URL  for 
 electronic  sources.  We  strongly  encourage  using  solely  electronic  sources  for  ease 
 of reference. 

 ●  Position  papers  should  be  saved  as  a  word  document  or  PDF  file  with 
 the title "ALMUNXIV_[committee]_[country]"  . 

 CONTENT 
 Position papers will have three paragraphs for each topic outlined as follows: 

 The  first  paragraph  introduces  the  topic  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  nation 
 represented. It discusses the history of the topic, specifically in relation to the country. 

 The  second  paragraph  analyses  the  topic’s  context  in  the  nation  and  expresses  most 
 of  the  research  done  on  the  topic.  It  discusses  past  action  or  inaction,  success  or  failure, 
 and the nation’s current thoughts and feelings towards the issue. 

 The  third  paragraph  consists  of  an  informed  discussion  of  solutions  to  be  proposed 
 by  the  delegate(s)  at  the  conference.  It  uses  the  research  done  on  the  topic  and 
 synthesizes  it  into  new  and  creative  ideas  based  on  the  nation  represented  by  the 
 student. 

 OTHER TIPS & NOTES 

 ●  Do not write in first person; write as the character represented (e.g. “The New 
 York Times leans…”) 

 ●  Avoid the passive voice 

 ●  Write matter-of-factly rather than with embellished language 
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 ●  Remember to cite your sources in-text if necessary 

 Please use example position paper provided on the ALMUN website for ideas on how 
 the writing and style should look, as well as how to present the information needed to 
 prepare for the conference 

 If you are looking for more information on how a committee runs and debate flows, 

 please check out our  Delegate Resource Guide  and  Handbook for Rules and 

 Procedures  .  These two documents will break down everything you need to know about 

 awards, parliamentary procedure, and even offer a brief rundown and history of your 

 committee’s branch. 

 Please submit all position papers to  this google form  , 
 no later than February 3rd, 2022 at 11:59 p.m. CT 

 DELEGATES THAT DO NOT SUBMIT POSITION 
 PAPERS WILL BE INELIGIBLE FOR AWARDS. 

https://forms.gle/QhXoJnj6m8e8S7NS6
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 Letters from the Dais 
 My name is Dylan Davis, and I’ll be your chair this year for the Special Political 

 and Decolonization committee. I’m a sophomore from Montgomery, Alabama, majoring 
 in International Studies with a concentration in North Africa and the Middle East. I 
 spend a lot of my free time playing the new Pokemon, worrying about a global financial 
 crisis, and watching South Park. This will be my 5th year doing ALMUN, and my second 
 time in GA after being a WHO delegate in high school. It’s my hope that delegates will 
 come away from this committee with an understanding of how real international 
 solutions are built; not through coercion or interest lobbying, but global consensus. For 
 any questions or concerns, everyone should feel comfortable reaching out to me or 
 MacKenzie at our emails on the ALMUN website. 

 Dylan Davis 
 Chair, Special Political and Decolonization 

 I am MacKenzie Harless, the co-chair of the Special Political and Decolonization 
 Committee this year at ALMUN. I am a freshman from Mandeville, Louisiana, majoring 
 in political science with a minor in liberal arts through the Blount program. In my free 
 time, you can most likely find me playing Animal Crossing or finding a pretty place to 
 study only to end up getting nothing done. I also participated in MUN during my high 
 school years through the YMCA, so I am so excited to be back in action at ALMUN this 
 year. I wanted to be a part of the SPECPOL committee because I think that the work 
 they do in the UN is incredibly important to creating a feeling of equality in 
 international relations, particularly through decolonization. I think delegates will enjoy 
 the opportunity to debate these important topics, and I hope they take it seriously, since 
 the topics we will be discussing are real and relevant. Most importantly, they should 
 have fun. Delegates will hopefully have a productive weekend and learn a lot during the 
 conference. If any delegates have any questions or concerns, they should feel free to 
 reach out to me or their chair, Dylan. We can’t wait for ALMUN! 

 MacKenzie Harless 
 Co-Chair, Special Political and Decolonization 
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 Committee Overview 
 Welcome to the Special Political and Decolonization Committee! Also known as 

 the Fourth Committee, the Special Political and Decolonization Committee was 
 originally founded to deal primarily with decolonization but its responsibilities have 
 now expanded to include issues relating to atomic radiation, the Israeli-Palestinian 
 conflict, the proper use of outer space, and other more broadly defined topics. 

 The Special Political and Decolonization Committee first began operating as part 
 of the U.N.’s 53rd annual session in 1998. Although its original purpose was mostly just 
 to deal with decolonization, it has become much more expansive. It has since been 
 allocated a host of other important topics, many of them relating to Middle Eastern 
 conflict in some capacity. For example, at ALMUN this year, we will be dealing with the 
 permanent storage of nuclear waste along with curbing political violence in Western 
 Sahara, neither of which are strictly related to decolonization. 

 These specific topics have been important in the Special Political and 
 Decolonization Committee previously. More detailed information on their history within 
 the Fourth Committee can be found in the following pages, particularly in Section II of 
 each topic. 

 Committee Expectations 
 Nobody will need to have flawless public speaking skills or an expert level insight 

 on solving the world’s problems to participate in this committee. We encourage all 
 delegates to learn as they go, and maintain a cooperative--rather than 
 competitive--spirit with their fellow delegates. We also ask that everyone be respectful at 
 all times; any instances of harassment, cultural insensitivity, or disrespect to staff will 
 not be tolerated. 

 As for awards, each ALMUN conferences has a different selection process, but the 
 chair will especially weight diplomatic speaking and consensus building skills. Delegates 
 who wish to excel in committee will arrive with research outside of what is discussed in 
 the background guide, and will work with their fellow delegates rather than trying to 
 command the room. 
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 Topic A:  Permanent Storage of Nuclear Waste 
 I.  Historical Context 

 Development of Nuclear Power 

 Although the science of nuclear fission is commonly associated with the atomic 

 bomb and the end of WWII, nuclear power came about as the result of many unrelated 
 peaceful endeavors. Greek philosophers had theorized the existence of an “atom” 
 (indivisible particle) thousands of years before the invention of the microscope or 
 scientific method. As the 20th century approached, the improving accuracy of 
 measuring devices allowed nuclear physicists to finally probe the smallest scales of 
 reality itself. Ionizing radiation was discovered by Wilhelm Rontgen in 1895, by passing 
 an electric current through an evacuated glass tube and producing continuous X-rays; 
 this same radiation was found to destroy bacteria in food. 

 However, the cause and effects of ionizing radiation would remain a mystery for 
 years afterward. Ernest Rutherford, famed for his planetary atomic model, found that 
 spontaneous radiation of nitrogen could cause its structure to rearrange into oxygen. 
 The discovery of neutrons was a game changer, as physicists found removing or 
 subtracting these neutral particles would form a radioactive isotope of the same 
 element. A loosely-composed team of quantum physicists and biological chemists began 
 experimenting with the ionization of Uranium, theorizing the bombardment of neutrons 
 would split the nucleus into two unequal parts and generate a massive amount of 
 energy. When a 1939 experiment confirmed their theorized figure of 200 million volts, 
 the phenomenon of nuclear fission became scientific fact. 

 Manhattan Project 

 At this point, the onset of a global war forced a pause on research funding for 

 many of the academic disciplines. Physics happened to be the exception, as the 
 developments of 1939 sparked a flurry of lab activity. Werner Heisenberg, working on 
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 military applications in the German Ordinance Office, calculated the possibility of a 
 nuclear fission chain reaction. As Uranium-235 atoms radiate away their neutrons, 
 there is a chance to ionize other uranium nuclei, creating a self-sustaining reaction 
 which releases a tremendous amount of heat energy. When controlled and kept at 
 criticality, its energy can be harnessed via water-turbines, for peaceful means. When the 
 chain reaction is allowed to enter a supercritical state, it would theoretically release a 
 man-made explosion unlike any before. This concept forms the basis for all nuclear 
 technology that comes after; a simplified diagram is shown below: 

 What happened next is nearly common knowledge. President Roosevelt of the 
 United States, armed with this information, authorized the Manhattan Project in 1943 in 
 conjunction with Canada and the United Kingdom to build the first atomic weapon. The 
 project culminated in a successful test in 1945, leading the United States of America to 
 use two atomic weapons over Hiroshima and Nagasaki, Japan. As spies for the Soviet 
 Union obtained American research, the two initiated a nuclear arms race, plunging the 
 world into the uncertainty of the Cold War. 
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 But this telling of history overlooks the optimism of the atomic age, with 
 seemingly limitless prospects for the peaceful needs of energy generation. This pattern 
 can be seen in a number of countries. In the United States, Congress established the 
 Atomic Energy Commission with a mandate to “promote world peace, improve the 
 public welfare, and strengthen free competition in private enterprise,” alongside its 
 coordination with the Pentagon on national defense. As a chairperson for the AEC 
 remarked, atomic energy would bring about a world where: 

 “It is not too much to expect that our children will enjoy in their homes electrical 
 energy too cheap to meter, will know of great periodic regional famines in the world only 
 as matters of history, will travel effortlessly over the seas and under them and through 
 the air with a minimum of danger and at great speeds, and will experience a lifespan far 
 longer than ours as disease yields and man comes to understand what causes him to 
 age.” 

 Strategic planners for the government had determined nuclear power would be 
 necessary to outperform their geopolitical rival, the Soviet Union. But this optimism for 
 nuclear power was not merely a byproduct of government policy; it was a cultural shift 
 that transcended borders. A widely read book published at the time,  The Atomic Age 
 Opens,  depicted “a future world in which coal and petroleum would go unused , and 
 existing hydroelectric facilities would be abandoned.” 

 Clearly, hopes were high, and other countries saw the potential of nuclear energy. 
 Spain, which happened to contain one-seventh of the world’s uranium deposits, 
 capitalized on nuclear power in the early 1950’s. Impoverished by the war and excluded 
 from the Marshall Plan for its support of the Third Reich, “Spanish planners therefore 
 saw nuclear energy as an inexhaustible source of energy necessary to power Spain's 
 national reconstruction, development, and industrialization.” A number of 
 countries--France, China, Russia, India, Japan, Canada--invested in nuclear around this 
 time. The reasons were varied, whether to modernize an impoverished economy, or in 
 France’s case, to legitimize itself as a vital superpower by acquiring atomic weapons of 
 its own. Many of these investments would go on to provide clean, safe energy at a 
 relatively low cost. However, these same governments would go on to stop promoting 
 the “national visions” associated with nuclear energy around the time of the 1990’s, 
 leaving plenty of waste byproducts with no political motivation for solutions. 
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 Nuclear Accidents 

 Three-Mile Island (1979) 

 The worst accident in the history of American nuclear power plants began in the 
 morning of March 28, 1979, in quiet Londonderry Township, PA. The combination of a 
 failed pressure valve and human operators mistakenly deactivating the coolant system 
 led the reactor core to overheat. As word of an accident spread to the outside, the parent 
 company for the plant denied any malfunction. Although evading total meltdown, (even 
 if by less than an hour) a hydrogen gas bubble forming inside the reactor sparked 
 widespread panic and evacuations just ten minutes from the state capital as the 
 Governor failed to calm the situation. It would eventually take a tour of the plant from 
 Jimmy Carter for the technicians to pronounce the bubble benign and for people to 
 begin returning to their homes. 

 Chernobyl (1986) 

 During routine maintenance at the VI Lenin 
 Power Station in Ukraine, a series of technician 
 failures led the reactor core to go supercritical, 
 much like the case of Three-Mile Island. In this 
 instance however, a full reactor meltdown 
 would jettison 50 metric tons of uranium into 

 the atmosphere, reaching as far as Sweden before it was being widely reported on. The 
 state censorship of information was a 
 major issue; fewer people in the area were 
 told to evacuate, unaware of the harmful 
 radiation the plant was emitting. 
 Ultimately, 28 people would die and 
 another 100 would sustain injuries from 
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 the initial explosion and radiation poisoning. 
 The long-term impacts of the Chernobyl disaster are harder to measure; some 

 estimates place the total of child thyroid cancer cases and early cancer deaths in the 
 thousands. On the other hand, the diffuse spread of radioactive material over the former 
 Soviet Union--coupled with incomplete data--has made such figures open to skepticism. 
 The long-term political impacts are more apparent, as “the economic and political toll 
 hastened the end of the USSR and fueled a global anti-nuclear movement [and] the 
 disaster has been estimated to cost some $235 billion in damages.” Unlike the incident 
 in Pennsylvania, Chernobyl’s impact was global, convincing governments to scale back 
 new nuclear plants at a time when the technology and political will were insufficient to 
 revamp safety standards. 

 Nuclear Phase-Out 

 As of July 2020, 31 countries are operating a total of 408 nuclear reactors, a 
 decline of 30 from the peak in 2002. While not definitively representing a downward 
 trend in every country, it’s part of a broader stagnation in net new power plant 
 consumption. As countries like China and India have expanded their net nuclear 
 burden, its overall share of electricity generation has decline as other countries have 
 actually moved to dismantle their nuclear fleets. In relative terms, nuclear as a share of 
 total energy dropped, from 17.5% in 1996 to just 10.1% as of  2020. 

 For nuclear energy, cost tends to be at the heart of the problem--or, if you are in 
 favor of phasing it out, a major reason to shift to other power sources. In 1960’s 
 America, strong- public-private partnerships, like GE's contract to build a low-cost 

 light-water reactor at Oyster Creek, New Jersey  ,  brought the price to generate nuclear 

 power down to $600-900 kw/H. By the 1970’s, high demand and new safety regulations 
 were inflating the cost to build a plant; the Three Mile Island accident permanently 
 tarnished the reputation of nuclear, skyrocketing the kw/H price into the 1000s of 
 dollars. “Not a single new reactor began construction between 1978 and 2013,” as many 
 reactor orders were cancelled and investors began to favor coal and natural gas. India, 
 which currently has 21 nuclear reactors, faces delays and mounting costs as they 
 struggle to meet energy goals set by the government. Since India does not have a final 
 plan for waste storage, the concerns posed by cost and the existence of alternative 
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 energy sources are pushing the country away from nuclear power. France, despite 
 relying on nuclear for 71% of its electricity, hasn’t built a new reactor since 1996 and will 
 soon need to invest nearly $100 billion in an already deeply indebted industry to keep 
 its aging reactors online. Even China, which in the past decade has soared to become the 
 largest builder of nuclear plants, has signalled a desire to move towards renewables. 

 It is not only the cost that hurdles nuclear power, but political motivations as 
 well. Following the Fukushima disaster in Japan, the country has been dismantling 
 reactors at a blinding pace. The same trend is replicating in European countries like 
 Germany, which saw that even a highly advanced society with a modern reactor was 
 susceptible to accidental meltdown. And, as climate change becomes a key issue across 
 the West, anti-nuclear activism is putting pressure on political parties to commit to 
 stalling or dismantling nuclear power sources altogether.  Joe Biden, perhaps the most 
 influential single politician in the West, has cut nuclear  out of the green transition by 
 announcing he’ll reject new applications to build nuclear plants. 

 Radioactive Waste 

 The falling popularity of nuclear energy obscures the nature of the insidious byproduct 
 that remains. Even if nuclear goes by the wayside, we will still have the toxic waste 
 inherited from older generations; if it does not, then the present risk to human life will 
 accumulate over time. 

 Low-Level Waste 

 Any material exposed into the nuclear power supply chain has the potential to 
 become contaminated, and pose a serious--if not lethal--risk to human life. Such waste 
 typically consists of “contaminated protective shoe covers and clothing, wiping rags, 
 mops, filters, reactor water treatment residues, equipment and tools, luminous dials, 
 medical tubes, swabs, injection needles, syringes, and laboratory animal carcasses and 
 tissues.” The radioactivity is variable, depending on how close it was to the reactor core 
 during production; for instance, core shielding components are much more irradiated 
 than a hazmat suit. Low-level waste is often not dangerous enough to be stored 
 geologically; rather, the contaminated materials are stored on-site until they can be 
 transported to a near-surface disposal facility. This type of waste composes around 97% 
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 of all waste, but a fraction of its radioactivity overall. The next kind, high-level nuclear 
 waste, accounts for 95% of radioactivity. 

 High-Level Waste 

 Representing only 3% of waste, nuclear waste by-products with a high enough 
 concentration to contaminate the environment and potentially cause lethal radiation 
 poisoning must be handled by strict safety standards. Most of this waste is found in the 
 uranium core--spent fuel rods--when fission produces large amounts of the radioactive 
 isotopes cesium-137 and strontium-90. Some uranium atoms are able to absorb 
 neutrons from the chain reaction, forming transuranic elements which account for the 
 majority of lethal radiation remaining after 1,000 years. 

 High-level wastes are hazardous because they produce fatal radiation doses 
 during short periods of direct exposure. For example, 10 years after removal from a 
 reactor, the surface dose rate for a typical spent fuel assembly exceeds 10,000 rem/hour 
 – far greater than the fatal whole-body dose for humans of about 500 rem received all at 
 once. If isotopes from these high-level wastes get into groundwater or rivers, they may 
 enter food chains. The dose produced through this indirect exposure would be much 
 smaller than a direct-exposure dose, but a much larger population could be exposed. 
 Plutonium and other weapons-grade waste byproducts have half-lives as long as 24,000 
 years, a span five times longer than recorded human history  . 

 Storage Methods 

 Near-surface disposal is generally the favored method for low- and 
 intermediate-level radioactive waste, typically with a half-life of less than 30 years. For 
 the high-level waste that requires centuries or even millennia to decay, many countries 
 opt for deep geological disposal, using natural barriers (rock, salt, clay) to minimize the 
 impact on the environment. For facilities that need to sustain structural integrity 10,000 
 years from now, the burying of radioactive waste would eliminate any need to actively 
 maintain it. The United States has been attempting this concept at Yucca Mountain in 
 Nevada for decades, but the process has been continually plagued by technical and 
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 political obstacles. For low-income states who wish to invest in nuclear energy, the 
 prohibitive cost of selecting and constructing a deep geological disposal site makes it a 
 risky move for many governments. 

 Alternative methods for the 
 indefinite storage of waste have 
 been proposed, even if most are 
 untested in the field. Deep 
 boreholes, for instance, would allow 
 states to dispose of waste offshore, 
 provided they have the resources to 
 drill and eventually cap off such a 
 project with up to 3000 meters of 

 asphalt and concrete. Boreholes would eliminate the cost of determining the perfect site 
 for geological disposal, possibly making such a method economically viable. However, as 
 no country has yet attempted this concept with radioactive waste, meaning more 
 extensive studies will have to be done. 

 Other, more conceptual methods contain a degree of legal or financial risk as they 
 are similarly untested. Although outlawed by the 1996 protocol, sub-seabed disposal is 
 both technically feasible and safer than conventional deep geological storage, as the 
 stable-predictable geological formations of the sea floor provide a great deal of radiation 
 shielding. Ice-sheet disposal--likely under Greenland and Antarctica--would involve 
 allowing radioactive material to melt away the ice around it, plunging it deep into the 
 glacial ice. However, the uncertain risk to ice sheets posed by global warming and the 
 high maintenance costs have made this storage method taboo. Perhaps the most 
 ambitious novel method, space disposal, proposes shooting toxic waste out of the 
 atmosphere where future generations will never have to interact with it. While the high 
 cost burden may be resolved by advancements by companies like SpaceX, the public 
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 safety concern of having high-level radioactive material orbiting above our heads is 
 nearly impossible to overcome, politically speaking. 

 II.  Previous Solutions 

 South Australian Proposal 

 In May 2016 the South Australian Nuclear Fuel Cycle Royal Commission reported 
 that the state had “the necessary attributes and capabilities to develop a world-class 
 waste disposal facility, and to do so safely,” and in fact would generate over $100B profit 
 annually from global interest over a 120-year lifespan. The World Nuclear Association 
 said that the report had "fundamentally changed the nature of the global nuclear waste 
 discourse," and a multinational waste facility based in South Australia would provide a 
 welcome option for countries operating nuclear facilities today. Interim above-ground 
 storage for used fuel inside heavily engineered, purpose-built casks would be followed 
 by deep geological disposal, the repository design based on that under construction at 
 Olkiluoto in Finland at 400-450 metres depth. In the analysis, the geological disposal 
 facility for used fuel is notionally co-located with an intermediate-level waste facility, 
 where those packages are placed in medium-depth vaults of 50-250 metres. The report 
 said that integrated facilities with capacity to store and dispose of used fuel would be 
 viable. 

 For a number of realistic scenarios, such a facility would be highly profitable; 
 however, the project faces serious political roadblocks. Voters aren’t keen on having 
 nuclear waste dumped in their area, and the South Australian state legislature passed a 
 bill expressly forbidding such a site. There is also a regulatory hurdle. A proposal such as 
 this needs the approval of the regulator, the Australian Radiation Protection And 
 Nuclear Safety Authority (ARPANSA), which will assess the proposal to determine 
 whether it ensures the safety of people and the natural environment. While mostly 
 slated to store low-level waste, a portion of the site would have been for temporary 
 storage of intermediate waste. Intermediate level waste is much nastier and demands 
 much greater levels of security. It contains long-lived radioactive isotopes that need to 
 be isolated and contained for periods of thousands of years – effectively permanent 
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 disposal. This is generally seen as requiring engineered underground containment 
 facilities, rather than the near-surface repositories used for low-level waste. 

 On one hand, Australia’s Federal Resource Minister opened the public comment 
 period for a series of facilities at Kimba, near SA’s Eyre Peninsula. On the other, this is a 
 step in a 40-year process, and the forces opposing it are resilient. The Barngarla 
 Determination Aboriginal Corporation, which traditionally owns the land, launched 
 legal action against the District Council of Kimba, arguing it contravened the Racial 
 Discrimination Act by excluding native title holders from the ballot. A federal judge 
 dismissed the case in August 2021, but Australia’s federalist system guarantees further 
 appeals in the foreseeable future. 

 The Finnish Model 

 No country on Earth has planned and implemented a site for permanent nuclear 
 waste storage. That was, until Finland broke ground on its Onkalo spent nuclear fuel 
 repository, where fuel rods will be stored for thousands of years. Over 80% of the 
 electricity produced in Finland is non-polluting, and the figure will rise with the 
 beginning of regular electricity production at the Olkiluoto 3 plant unit, scheduled to be 
 connected to the grid in 2021 and begin regular production in 2022. “Nuclear is an 
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 important topic in Finland, and that is why we take nuclear waste management as a top 
 priority,” said Liisa Heikinheimo, who is responsible for nuclear energy as Deputy 
 Director General of the Energy Department at the Ministry of Economic Affairs and 
 Employment. “We need the IAEA to ensure international cooperation in this field, and 
 we also need to share our experience and knowledge through the IAEA,” she said. 
 “Every country needs to think of nuclear waste management, and not just those with 
 nuclear power plants; nuclear activities in industrial or medical uses also generate 
 waste.” 

 In 2011, the SKB submitted its licence application for the construction of a 
 disposal facility in Forsmark, 150 kilometres north of Stockholm, which was reviewed by 
 the Swedish Radiation Safety Authority (SSM) and the Land and Environmental Court. 
 These authorities have since submitted their review statements to the government for a 
 final decision on the licence. Finland and Sweden are not the only countries making 
 progress in this area. In France, the radioactive waste management agency Andra is 
 currently preparing its licence application. In Canada and Switzerland, national waste 
 management agencies are investigating appropriate sites through site characterization. 

 The allure of a deep geological repository like Onkalo comes from being 
 low-maintenance; once the facility is at capacity, the host government can fill it with clay 
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 or asphalt and leave it. There’s minimal need for security, while repairs are unnecessary 
 due to more than 400 metres of earth above it. The prohibitive cost of building a deep 
 geological facility keeps low-income and energy-importing countries from replicating 
 Finland’s plan, and the timescale means other sites won’t become usable for years to 
 come. This leaves a gap in the storage capacity of the world energy economy which could 
 be solved by creating more multi-national repositories beyond Finland’s. 

 Waste Isolation Pilot Plant 

 The WIPP, located in southeastern New Mexico, is designed to demonstrate the 
 safe disposal of transuranic (TRU) radioactive wastes generated by the United States 
 Department of Energy (DOE) defense programs. As a result, WIPP handles some of the 
 most potent nuclear by-products anywhere in the world. Few nations produce nuclear 
 weapons, but the United States and former members of the Soviet Union contain large 
 repositories of depleted weapons grade plutonium and uranium. The deposits in New 
 Mexico, 2,150 feet (660 m) entombed in a salt formation of the Delaware Basin, are 
 expected to remain unopened for 10,000 years. 

 As a consequence, the US Department of Energy has put a considerable amount 
 of time and funding into “future-proofing” the facilities.  Working with linguists, 
 archaeologists, anthropologists, materials scientists, science fiction writers, and 
 futurists since 1983, the government has devised a guidebook of warning signs meant to 
 convey the danger of radioactivity both with, and without language. The complex has 
 multiple reinforced concrete walls surrounding the entrance, where warnings are 
 written in the 6 official UN languages--English, Spanish, Russian, French, Chinese, and 
 Arabic. 
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 As the English language version reads: 

 “This place is a message... and part 

 of a system of messages... pay 

 attention to it! 

 Sending this message was 

 important to us. We considered 

 ourselves to be a powerful culture. 

 This place is not a place of honor... no highly esteemed 

 deed is commemorated here... nothing valued is here. 

 What is here was dangerous and repulsive to us. This 

 message is a warning about danger. 

 The danger is in a particular location... it increases towards 

 a center... the center of danger is here... of a particular size 

 and shape, and below us. 

 The danger is still present, in your time, as it was in ours. 

 The danger is to the body, and it can kill. 

 The form of the danger is an emanation of energy. 

 The danger is unleashed only if you substantially disturb 

 this place physically. This place is best   shunned and left 

 uninhabited.” 
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 Along with written messages, a series 
 of images depict the risk of disturbing the 
 site, hoping to transcend language barriers in 
 the case of a societal collapse--or the more 
 likely scenario, the spot being forgotten and 
 dug up later by a society which either doesn’t 
 understand or isn’t daunted by a warning 
 written in English. Additionally, there has 
 been skepticism surrounding the artwork; for 
 instance, if a society does not read right to 
 left, or the radioactive materials symbol has 
 faded from memory, or if future civilizations just 
 don’t care about our assurances of danger. This is 
 to say that, on a short enough timescale, nuclear 
 waste storage has been a complex engineering 
 challenge more or less adequately solved. And for 
 some of the lower-level waste, 1000 years is not 
 long enough for every UN language to evolve to no 
 longer be mutually intelligible. However, if we 
 zoom out to the tens and thousands of years at stake, it becomes impossible to predict 
 the course of history or our species. Overall, though, the pilot plant represents a major 
 success in the long-term game of storing by-products of nuclear weapons 
 manufacturing. 

 III.  Current Issues 

 Challenges to a Multinational Repository 

 Temporary Storage 

 As it stands now, nearly all of the quarter million metric tons of radioactive waste 
 worldwide is being stored temporarily, pending a more permanent solution. The vast 
 majority is stored on-site, either in cooling tanks or vitrified into glass and loaded into 
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 casks. The United States, which has yet to finalize a permanent storage plan, has almost 
 90,000 tons of waste stored via these methods. 

 In October 2003, Mohamed ElBaradei, Director-General of the UN's 
 International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), said to the UN General Assembly: "We 
 should ... consider multinational approaches to the management and disposal of spent 
 fuel and radioactive waste. Over 50 countries currently have spent fuel stored in 
 temporary locations, awaiting reprocessing or disposal. Not all countries have the 
 appropriate geological conditions for such disposal – and, for many countries with small 
 nuclear programmes, the financial and human resources required for the construction 
 and operation of a geological disposal facility are daunting." 

 Since then, a number of international repository concepts have been proposed, 
 with none so far being practical. In 2004 the IAEA put forward three concepts for 
 multinational repositories: 

 ●  Incremental addition to a large national programme. 

 ●  A supranational facility with international management and control. 

 ●  Collaborative partnering among countries for a multinational repository 

 Restrictions on Waste Transfer 

 There are international models that address the transfer of waste between 
 countries. The Basel Convention, which applies to hazardous wastes other than 
 radioactive waste, imposes requirements upon the transfer of hazardous wastes between 
 countries; namely the transfer shall only take place where prior informed consent has 
 been received and only if the transfer represents an environmentally sound solution. 
 Hazardous wastes are commercially transferred under this regime. While the Joint 
 Convention applies equivalent requirements to transfers of radioactive waste between 
 countries, there are no operating models for the commercial transfer of used fuel for 
 disposal. 

 Various organisations have looked into potential concepts. There are, however, 
 commercial models for the transfer of used fuel between countries for reprocessing, as 
 well as the take-back of fuel from reactors built by Rosatom, the Russian state nuclear 
 corporation. The United Kingdom has reprocessed used fuel for many countries but 
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 does not accept the waste products for disposal. In all cases, transfers can only take 
 place if the recipient country has the capacity to manage the waste safely and where 
 such transfer has been agreed between the countries concerned. 

 Delegates should include in any resolution a comprehensive plan for regulating 
 the transfer of commercial waste for disposal, and ensure that the burdens of nuclear 
 power are not simply transferred from high-income to low-income nations. 

 Long-term Storage 

 The international scientific consensus has largely maintained that deep geological 

 repositories are the most effective forms of nuclear waste storage long-term. However, 
 the cost and timescales necessary to construct one have so far put prohibitive barriers 
 on practical implementation. Additionally, not every country can feasibly construct such 
 a repository, as it requires a geologically stable disposal site and then must pass the 
 requisite hurdles of “not in my backyard” sentiment and regulatory approval. Other 
 disposal methods exist, with their own advantages and disadvantages and varying 
 degrees of safety. Delegates will need to assess their own country’s suitability for 
 disposal and their national energy policies to determine whether the geological status 
 quo should hold. 

 National Security and Non-Proliferation 

 There have been a number of proposals for fuel leasing. At present the normal 

 process is that a utility buys uranium from a mining company, then gets it converted, 
 enriched and fabricated, before using it and discharging the used fuel. That used fuel 
 becomes the responsibility of the country in which it has been used, as outlined in the 
 opening paragraphs at the beginning of this page. 

 Fuel leasing is an alternative concept whereby the utility leases its fabricated fuel 
 from a supplier, probably in another country, and after it has been used that supplier 
 takes it back. This concept is not yet in use except for some very limited applications, 
 mainly for Russian-built nuclear power plants in NPT non-weapons states (e.g. 
 Bangladesh, Turkey, Iran). The supplier would then add the leased used fuel to its own 
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 larger stocks to be stored for later disposal or reprocessing and recycling, in which case 
 the valuable components would belong to the fuel supplier/leaser. 

 However, some states have anxieties around exporting highly-enriched uranium 
 fuel, which could theoretically be fashioned into a bomb with the right national 
 resources. The Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty places stringent requirements on states 
 to use nuclear fuel responsibly, and a number of states (Iran and North Korea) are 
 subject to a uranium/plutonium embargo. If the committee wants to change the current 
 system, there will need to be guarantees in any resolution that ensure against the illicit 
 trade of nuclear by-products to terrorist groups. 

 Human Interference 

 Nuclear Semiotics 

 The logistical concerns of nuclear waste storage are complex, but manageable 

 given enough time and resources. However, since these are the first man-made 
 structures intended to outlast our civilization (or at least our language) there need to be 
 a series of legible, but universally accessible messages around a disposal site, warning of 
 the dangers of excavating what’s buried inside. 

 There are proposals that use a simple lexicon to convey danger, translated into 
 each of the official UN languages. There are also a 
 number of widely recognized symbols and pictograms 
 which could convey radioactivity. However, the 
 problem long term concerns our ability to understand 
 past generations; 5,000 years ago, and any language is 
 practically illegible. Zoom out to 24,000 years, the 
 halflife of plutonium, and our cultural memory of such 
 symbols may have faded. 

 According to the EPA, the most speculative potential 
 disruptions of a mined geologic repository are those associated with inadvertent human 
 intrusion. “The Agency believes that the most productive consideration of inadvertent 
 human intrusion concerns those realistic possibilities that may be usefully mitigated by 
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 repository design, site selection, or use of passive controls (although passive 
 institutional controls should not be assumed to completely rule out the possibility of 
 intrusion). Therefore, inadvertent and intermittent intrusion by exploratory drilling for 
 resources (other than provided by the disposal system itself) can be the most severe 
 intrusion scenario assumed by the implementing agencies.” 

 Non-linguistic Deterrence 

 To work around this, some have proposed building a visually disturbing 
 landscape around disposal sites in order to ward future humans off psychologically. A 
 field of jagged spikes sticking up from the earth; an enormous slab of basalt to render 
 the area hostile to agriculture; a network of house-sized stone blocks designed to exude 
 a manmade but forbidding aura; all of these have been seriously proposed by the 
 Department of Energy. Another--less intuitive--solution would involve cultivating a 
 world nuclear religion, with its core tenet being to warn against radioactive danger. 
 After all, religions are the only institutions of mankind known to survive tens of 
 thousands of years. However, implementing such a plan is impractical, and it cannot be 
 guaranteed the information would survive being corrupted by time. 

 Ultimately, any solution will be met with a less predictable obstacle--human 
 curiosity. The Pyramids of Giza were covered in warning messages written in an ancient 
 script, and the locals had kept the ruins undisturbed for millennia. All it took was the 
 arrival of a culture that didn’t revere the ancient pharaohs to unearth their permanent 
 burial grounds. This is to say that any solution is vulnerable to our insatiable desire to 
 dig up what is best left buried. To some, the best course of action is to leave disposal 
 sites unremarkable, meant to be forgotten to time. Delegates must pursue an innovative 
 solution that takes into account human curiosity, the evolution of language, and 
 non-human interference along with the ecological concerns. 

 IV.  Questions to Consider 

 1.  Will the committee pursue low-waste alternatives, like Thorium reactors and 
 nuclear fuel reprocessing? Or are the benefits too marginal to pursue? 
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 2.  How will the committee ensure long-term disposal is accessible to nuclear power 
 states without the resources or land necessary for a deep geological site? 

 3.  Is the status quo laid out by the Finnish model sustainable? Are there perhaps 
 alternative methods which the committee should consider? 

 4.  How will the committee “future-proof” a final plan to ward against intentional or 
 accidental human intrusion? 

 5.  What amendments to international law are necessary to prevent a nuclear waste 
 exchange system from furnishing enriched materials to rogue actors and terrorist 
 groups? 

 Topic B: Curbing Political Violence in Western 

 Sahara 

 I.  Historical Context 

 Spanish Sahara 

 The Spanish originally began influencing Western Sahara as merchants traded in 
 the area during the 19th century. In 1884, Spain established a protectorate over the 
 coastal area of Western Sahara by having indigenous peoples sign treaties. By 1934, 
 Spain had also occupied the interior portions of Western Sahara as well, establishing 
 dominance in both Río de Oro, the southern portion of Western Sahara, and Saguia 
 el-Hamra, the northern portion. After fending off the territory from Moroccan invasion 
 in 1957, Spain retained its hold on the area. Both regions combined were officially 
 recognized as the province of Spanish Sahara in 1958. 
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 Western Sahara War 

 The people indigenous to Western Sahara, the Sahrawis, began rebelling against 
 Spanish colonial rule in the 1970s. They formed the Polisario Front, which is the 
 shortened term for the Popular Front for the Liberation of Saguia el-Hamra and Río de 
 Oro. In 1975, Spain agreed to withdraw and assist in the partition of Western Sahara 
 between Morocco and Mauritania, with Morocco taking control of Seguia el-Hamra and 
 a portion of Río de Oro and Mauritania gaining the remainder. This agreement, 
 however, failed to solve the root of the problem in that the Sahwaris did not gain 
 self-determination. The Polisario Front maintained its rebellion based from Western 
 Sahara’s southern border with Algeria, eventually declaring their own government called 
 the Saharan Arab Democratic Republic in 1976. In 1979, Mauritania removed itself from 
 Western Sahara, but Morocco immediately took what they had had and gained control 
 of the entire Western Sahara. Guerilla warfare by the Polisario Front continued with this 
 development. In 1988, a peace proposal was brought up in the U.N. which would allow 
 the Sahwaris to either create their own government for the whole of Western Sahara or 
 to become part of Morocco and be governed by them. 



 ALMUN XIV: Special Political and Decolonization Committee  |  30 

 Ceasefire 

 In 1988, a peace proposal was brought up in the U.N. which would allow the 
 Saharawis to either create their own government for the whole of Western Sahara or to 
 become part of Morocco and be governed by them. Both parties accepted the agreement 
 and agreed to a ceasefire in 1991. Morocco then proceeded to move thousands of people 
 into the area in order to influence the result of the Sahwari vote to be against 
 independence. The Sahwari people insisted that because these people were not of 
 Sahwari descent, they should not be allowed to participate in the vote while Morocco 
 claimed otherwise. 

 While this debate was occurring, Morocco continued to solidify its position in 
 Western Sahara while the Polisario Front continued to fight against the encroachment. 
 The Polisario Front had lost a decent amount of support from Algeria because of it 
 having issues of its own, but the Sahwari fighters continued to be based in the country 
 and had their support in independence. In 2001, when Morocco gained a new king, it 
 suddenly pulled back from the 1988 U.N. proposal. The U.N. was, however, already 
 discussing other options for peace in Western Sahara, including a 2003 proposal which 
 offered autonomy followed by a referendum for the Sahwari. Morocco declined this 
 peace proposal, but in 2007, it created its own proposal which had autonomy as an 
 aspect but no referendum. 

 At the bequest of the United States, U.N. peacekeeping presence became reliant 
 on the groups making efforts to solve their problem, so the Polisario Front and Morocco 
 met in December 2018 but came to no agreement. In late 2020, the Polisario Front 
 withdrew from the 1991 ceasefire agreement after Morocco began using its military to 
 break up a blockade the Polisario Front had instituted between Morocco and 
 Mauritania. 

 Timeline 

 1884 - Spain colonizes Western Sahara. 

 1957 - Morocco raises centuries-old historical claim to Western Sahara at the United 
 Nations. 
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 1973 - Polisario Front is formed and establishes itself as the sole representative of the 
 Sahrawi people. 

 June 1975 - Morocco’s King Hassan takes the territorial dispute to the World Court in 
 The Hague. The court finds that some tribes had paid allegiance to Moroccan rulers, but 
 rules that people should be allowed to settle the sovereignty issue through 
 self-determination. Spain will organize a referendum. 

 -- November - King Hassan launches the Green March with 350,000 unarmed 
 Moroccans crossing into the territory. Spain agrees to transfer administration of the 
 territory to Morocco and Mauritania. 

 -- December - Morocco sends in forces to occupy the territory. 

 1976 - As Spanish troops withdraw, Polisario guerrillas backed by Algeria and Libya 
 proclaim the Saharan Arab Democratic Republic (SADR) with a government-in-exile 
 based in Algeria. 

 1979 - Mauritania signs a peace deal with Polisario and renounces its claim to Western 
 Sahara. 

 1980 - Morocco annexes Mauritania’s share of the territory. 

 1984 - SADR is admitted as a member state of the Organisation of African Unity (OAU). 
 Morocco leaves the OAU. 

 1991 - U.N. brokers ceasefire, ending the guerrilla war between Polisario and Moroccan 
 forces. The U.N. Mission for the Referendum in Western Sahara is established to 
 oversee the ceasefire. A referendum is set for January 1992 but is postponed because of 
 a dispute over who is eligible to vote. 

 2001 - Former U.S. Secretary of State James Baker proposes autonomy for Saharawis 
 under Moroccan sovereignty, a referendum after a four-year transition period, voting 
 rights for Moroccan settlers resident in Western Sahara for over a year. Polisario and 
 Algeria reject the proposal. 
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 2003 - U.N. proposes Western Sahara become a semi-autonomous region of Morocco 
 for a transition period of up to five years, to be followed by a referendum on whether the 
 territory should become independent, semi-autonomous or integrated with Morocco. 
 Polisario endorses the plan but Morocco rejects it, saying it will never give up 
 sovereignty. 

 October 2006 - Morocco calls a U.N. report critical of its human rights record in 
 Western Sahara biased in favor of the Polisario Front. 

 December 2006 - The Moroccan advisory council proposes autonomy, burying the 
 prospect of independence. 

 -- Polisario has already dismissed autonomy and the council’s draft proposal. 

 April 10, 2007 - Polisario says it proposes a “flexible” peace plan at the United Nations. 
 Morocco unveils its plan the next day. 

 II.  Previous Solutions 

 International Court of Justice 

 The United Nations has a clear mandate under the Fourth Committee to facilitate 
 decolonization; in 1960, the UN passed Resolution 1514, affirming the right to 
 self-determination for colonial countries and peoples. In December 1966, the General 
 Assembly called for a referendum on Western Saharan independence, over the 
 objections of the country Spain. Morocco and Mauritania, seeking to strengthen their 
 respective historical claims to the land, sought arbitration from the International Court 
 of Justice. In 1975, the court unanimously concluded “the materials and information 
 presented to it do not establish any tie of territorial integrity between the territory of 
 Western Sahara and the Kingdom of Morocco or the Mauritanian entity. Thus the court 
 has not found legal ties of such a nature as might affect the application of resolution 
 [1514].” 
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 In response, the King of Morocco ignored the finding of the ICJ and invaded 
 Western Sahara, sparking a long-term conflict in the region with reverberations to 
 today. The intervention of a legal authority merely dissuaded all sides of the conflict 
 from trusting the international process. In 1989 Morocco and the Polisario Front 
 accepted the UN settlement plan calling for a referendum, and the UN deployed its 
 mission MINURSO with the hopes of holding a vote in 1992. The slow-moving nature of 
 the conflict meant little progress was made, even with wide support in the General 
 Assembly. 

 Baker Plan 

 In 2003, a former Secretary of State named James Baker created his own 
 proposal for solving the West Sahara territorial dispute, backed by the U.N. Security 
 Council. The language of the plan requires cooperation between the Polisario Front, 
 Moroccan government, and the U.N., despite previous attempts at reconciliation failing 
 every time. 

 At its core, the Baker Plan outlines a period of autonomy for West Sahara with a 
 referendum afterward. The referendum would allow both Sahwaris and most of 
 Morocco’s implanted settlers to vote, mostly because this is the only way Morocco would 
 consent to a referendum. The vote would have at least two options, between 
 independence and joining Morocco, with a possible third option for the continuation of 
 an autonomous state. By most estimates, Morocco would likely have won out through 
 this plan, but both Morocco and the Sahwari rejected the idea for different reasons. 
 Morocco feared giving the Sahwari people too much power as well as losing control over 
 the proceedings of the peace plan. The Sahwari, on the other hand, felt that the Baker 
 Plan did not do enough to solve their problem and especially disliked the inclusion of 
 Moroccan settlers in referendum voting. 

 Abraham Accords 

 In 2020, the Trump Administration reached a diplomatic agreement known as 
 the Abraham accords, normalizing relations between Israel and the UAE, Bahrain, 
 Qatar, and Morocco as a firewall against Iranian influence in the Middle East. As a 
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 result, the United States made a series of diplomatic and security compromises in 
 exchange for recognition of Israel. In negotiations with Morocco, the American 
 government recognized their claims over the Western Sahara, putting a key ally on the 
 side of Morocco. 

 It was argued that diplomatic recognition by a power like the US would produce 
 greater stability in the region, as the number of countries recognizing the Sahrawi Arab 
 Democratic republic has fallen in half just since 2003, from more than 80 to 40. Within 
 a day of the agreement’s signing, the US approved a $1 billion arms deal with the 
 Moroccan government. In November 2021, the Polisario, the movement seeking 
 independence for Western Sahara, abandoned a 29-year-old ceasefire agreement after 
 Morocco intervened in the border town of Guerguerat near Mauritania to end a sit-in by 
 Sahrawi activists and restore the “free circulation of civilian and commercial traffic”. 
 The conflict “increases the risk that some of the complex constellation of armed groups 
 in the Sahel may be pulled into war”, wrote Andrew Lebovich, a policy fellow at the 
 European Council on Foreign Relations. 

 III.  Current Issues 

 Refugee Crisis 

 Generations of Sahrawi have grown up as refugees in Algeria; approximately 
 150,000 people are currently living in migrant camps in the Southwest of the country. 
 The Polisario front’s limited guerrilla successes were curtailed in the 1980s when 
 Morocco built a long sand wall in the desert enclosing about four fifths of the territory 
 within its own control and leaving tens of thousands of refugees on the other side. In 
 their place, the Moroccan government has encouraged a large number of settlers to take 
 up residence in Western Sahara, presently outnumbering ethnic Sahrawi by 2:1. As 
 Morocco has near-unilateral control over security and freedom of movement, any 
 proposal by this committee will need to reconcile the safety of Moroccan settlers with 
 the right of return for former occupants. 
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 Immediate Security Risks 

 Firmly opposed to the elite and its pact with Rabat is a small but vocal group of 
 human rights and independence activists inside Moroccan-held Western Sahara. In 
 parallel to Morocco’s steady reinforcement of its rule, a small group of self-described 
 anti-occupation militants has continued to criticise the status quo and call for 
 application of the 1991 UN-backed Settlement Plan and, in particular, the 
 self-determination referendum it contemplates. Largely overlapping with them are 
 Sahrawi human rights organisations, which tend to be run by pro-independence 
 activists. These organisations monitor the Moroccan security forces and routinely 
 publicise concerns that the latter are employing repressive measures. 

 These activists pay a heavy price for their engagement. Pro-independence and 
 civil society groups say that price has risen since hostilities resumed between Morocco 
 and the Polisario in November 2020, with several activists, as well as Sahrawi 
 journalists, being arrested and tortured and others going into hiding. The repression 
 appears motivated by a desire to deter rallies against Rabat, which local militants 
 attempted to organise right after the return to war. In July 2021, Mary Lawlor, the UN 
 special rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, denounced this 
 “clampdown”. She singled out the case of Sultana Khaya, a pro-independence partisan 
 and president of the League for the Defence of Human Rights and Protection of Natural 
 Resources, who has been regularly harassed by thugs and security officers operating 
 without a warrant while under de facto house arrest since November 2020 without trial. 

 The ongoing human rights abuses exacerbate a growing risk for all-out conflict. 
 Things came to a head in October 2020 when Polisario supporters began a blockade of a 
 Moroccan-built road leading to the El Guergarate border crossing inside a UN buffer 
 zone. The road serves as Morocco’s main conduit for overland trade with sub-Saharan 
 Africa. The next month Morocco deployed troops to end the sit-in and sealed off access 
 to the border crossing to prevent another one. Polisario described the act as an 
 expansion of territory using military force. Brahim Ghali, president of the Sahrawi Arab 
 Democratic Republic, the state the Polisario have declared in Western Sahara, 
 announced a resumption of hostilities. The possibility of a conflict drawing in regional 
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 powers such as Mauritania and Algeria necessitates that this committee affect an 
 immediate end to the crisis, pending a long-form agreement. 

 Long-Term Solutions 

 Moroccans represent the majority of the population in Rabat-controlled Western 
 Sahara and play a major role in the economy. Attracted by generous government 
 incentives and subsidies, many relocated to the territory to get jobs in the public sector 
 and the fishing and phosphate industries, in which they now constitute the 
 overwhelming majority of both blue- and white-collar employees. Not all Moroccans 
 moved to take comfortable positions; after 1975, many went first to slums on the 
 periphery of Western Sahara’s main cities, looking for jobs and tax incentives. But their 
 living conditions improved during the first ten to fifteen years of King Mohammed VI’s 
 reign, which commenced in 1999. 

 This population’s political views are unclear and fragmented, but an increasingly 
 aggressive nationalist component seems to have emerged of late. Part of this population 
 is integrated into local patronage networks, particularly in Dakhla and Laayoune, but 
 other parts (especially working-class Moroccans living elsewhere) are not. Encouraged 
 by Rabat’s increasingly inflexible stance on Western Sahara, some have adopted a more 
 militant nationalism. In February 2011, these sentiments suddenly erupted in Dakhla, 
 where a music festival turned into a riot as young Moroccans attacked homes, 
 businesses and people in the Sahrawi-majority Oum Tounsi area for apparently 
 nationalist reasons. The disturbances lasted for days, leaving around 100 dead and 
 injured. 

 The army represents the other major Moroccan presence in the territory and has 
 its own interest in the status quo. Although there is a lack of reliable statistics in the 
 public domain, estimates dating back to 2007 indicate that Rabat has around 130,000 
 soldiers in Western Sahara, amounting to roughly half its troops. Several senior officers 
 seem to have benefited financially from stakes in the Western Saharan economy 
 afforded them by the kingdom. In 2012, the ruling Islamist Justice and Development 
 Party promised to publish the list of people who had received licences for commercial 
 fishing, one of Western Sahara’s biggest industries. While the full record never 
 appeared, the newspaper Akhbar al-Youm obtained some of the names and made them 
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 public. The list included a number of high-ranking military officers stationed in Western 
 Sahara, as well as several pro-Rabat Sahrawis. 

 Clearly, any political settlement for the decolonization of Western Sahara will rely 
 on Morocco’s cooperation. Thus, delegates should not cast aside Morocco’s claims of 
 sovereignty, even if their national government does not recognize them. A permanent 
 solution must integrate Western Sahara as an intermediate zone, in which political 
 autonomy is guaranteed to both Moroccan settlers and refugees. Only then will the 
 security environment allow for a free and fair referendum to be conducted, without 
 violence. 

 IV.  Questions to Consider 

 1.  What chief political entity will carry out any proposal given by the 
 committee? 

 2.  How will the international community integrate refugees and 
 Moroccan settlers into the same autonomous state? Should an 
 autonomous state solution even be considered? 

 3.  How will Moroccan concerns about sovereignty and the potential for 
 terrorist violence in the Sahara be assuaged? 

 4.  Should UN peacekeeping projects be expanded to ward against 
 further violence? 


