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Dear Delegate,

On behalf of the Online Model UN team, I would like to invite you to our conference to be held from 18 December to 19 December 2009 at 8:00 PM (GMT+5) unless changed due to unavoidable circumstances.
We encourage you to prepare for the conference as we aim to provide a more challenging conference that will prepare you well for the future conference. Furthermore we see it as an ideal opportunity to allow students to learn about the MUN system and how the youth can actively participate in this event.
Our conference will be focused on a single committee of the Special Political and Decolonization Committee. The scope of SPECPOL is to deal with a variety of political subjects that are not dealt with by the First Committee [DISEC], as well as with decolonization. See SPECPOL’s official website for more information: http://www.un.org/ga/maincommittees.shtml. You should also keep in mind that SPECPOL does not have the power to decide on something, for example instituting a particular reform; it can only give recommendations, but these can, however, recommend to the UN Security Council that it decide on a matter, should this be necessary. In choosing the topic we hope to engage students with complex and unique issues. 

As this conference is online, therefore you are advised to prepare the Working Paper before the conference. You will be required to submit the Working Paper and the Resolution before the 2nd day of the conference to ensure everyone has a copy.

If you have any questions at this time, please do not hesitate to contact me or any of our other officers on this invite and thank you in advance for your consideration.

Best,

Wajahat Nassar
President and Chair
ONMUN
Flow of Debate during the conference
Roll Call
The Chair will announce each country’s name. After delegates hear their country, they should answer "present."

Setting the Agenda
When a committee has more than one topic available, the body must set the agenda to begin working on one of these issues. At this time a delegate typically makes a motion, stating "The country of [name] moves to place [topic A] first on the agenda, followed by [topic B] and then [topic C]." Once the motion has been made and voted in favour, three delegations must speak in favor of the motion, and three other delegations will speak against it. These speeches should alternate between those in favor and those opposed. Once these six speeches have been given, a vote is taken.

Debate

	Formal Debate: Formal debate revolves around a speakers list. The Chair begins by asking all delegates interested in addressing the other members to raise their placards. The Chair then chooses delegates to be placed on the speakers list. A country may only be on the speakers list once, but delegates may add their country to the end of the list after their speech.
	Informal Debate: Informal debate involves discussion outside of the speakers list. During moderated caucuses, the Chair calls on delegates one-by-one so that each can address the committee in short speeches. During unmoderated caucuses, the committee breaks for a temporary recess so that delegates may meet with each other and discuss ideas.

	1a. When the session begins, speeches focus on stating country positions and offering recommendations for action.
	1b. After several countries state their positions, the committee breaks for caucuses (often in blocs) to develop regional positions.

	2a. After blocs have met, speeches focus on describing bloc positions to the entire body.
	2b. Writing begins as countries work together to compose draft resolutions.

	3a. Delegates now make statements describing their draft resolutions to the committee.
	3b. Countries and groups meet to gather support for specific draft resolutions.

	4a. Delegates try to garner more support through formal speeches and invite others to offer their ideas.
	4b. Delegates finalize draft resolutions.

	5a. Delegates make statements supporting or disagreeing with specific draft resolutions.
	5b. Draft-resolution sponsors build greater support for their resolution and look to incorporate others’ ideas through friendly amendments.

	6a. Delegates present any amendments they have created.
	


Close of Debate

Once the speakers list is exhausted, the committee automatically moves to voting. Also, once a delegate feels that his or her country’s position is clear to others and that there are enough draft resolutions on the floor, he or she may make a motion to proceed into voting procedure by moving for the closure of debate.

Voting Procedures

Once a motion to close debate has been approved, the committee moves into voting procedure. Amendments are voted on first, then resolutions. Once all of the resolutions are voted on, the committee moves to the next topic on the agenda.

Committee: The Fourth GA Committee- SPECPOL
TOPIC: International Implications of the Unilateral Declaration of

Independence in Kosovo

Introduction

The US and some European Union countries support for the unilateral declaration of independence of Kosovo's has contributed to a deterioration of the security situation in southeastern Europe. Thus, given the breakdown in the international and regional consensus on the contours of a legitimate Balkan political and security order, the instability of Kosovo and other states in the region is in reality likely to increase in the post-Kosovo independence period.

An overview of the conflict: the road the independence

The roots of the Kosovo conflict can be traced back to the Middle Ages. Fully absorbed into the Serbian Kingdom until the end of the 12th century, Kosovo became the secular and spiritual center of the Serbian medieval state of the Nemanji! dynasty1. In the epic battle of 1389, Kosovo heralded 500 years of Turkish Ottoman rule. Over the ensuing decades many Christian Serbs left the region and the religious and ethnic balance tipped in favour of Muslims and Albanians.

By the beginning of the 20th century, the Ottoman Empire was beginning to crumble. Sensing the opportunity, a wave of nationalism swept through the Balkans. The First Balkan War broke out in 1912 and Kosovo was taken by the Kingdom of Serbia, while the region of Metohija was taken by the Kingdom of Montenegro. Many Albanians were forced to flee to Albania and Turkey while numerous Serb families moved into Kosovo, equalizing the demographic balance between Albanians and Serbs. Kosovo's status within Serbia was finalized in 1913 at the Treaty of London. After Austria-Hungary was defeated in World War I, the Versailles peace treaties defined a new pattern of state boundaries in the Balkans and the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes were founded and In 1929 King Alexander I changed the name of the state to Yugoslavia - land of the southern Slavs. World War ll brought new turmoil to the region. In the course of a series of overlapping civil wars, widespread atrocities were committed by all sides. With the end of the Second World War, Kosovo became part of the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. The 1963 and particularly the 1974 Constitutions granted Kosovo the rights as an autonomous province within the republic. Under the 1974 Federal constitution, Kosovo had the right to its own constitution, judicial power, parliament and government.

Ethnic Albanians at the time dominated both political and societal positions, while ethnic Serbians were increasingly excluded from the society.

In 1990 a new constitution took effect, and Kosovo lost its autonomous status within the Federation. Ethnic Albanians were expelled from the government and replace by ethnic Serbs. The situation triggered the development of a parallel (unofficial) political and social structure, in which, from the second half of the ‘90s, faction like the Kosovo Liberation Army (UÇK) arose, striving for independence, using violent means if necessary.

Between 1998 and 1999 violent incidents between Serbian police and the Federal Army on the one side and the ethnic Albanians on the other regularly occurred. In response to the continuous violation of human rights by all parties involved, NATO launched an air campaign against the regime on 24 March 1999 (operation Allied Force). Yugoslavia launched a major offensive against the KLA and began mass deportation of ethnic Albanians from Kosovo, causing an unprecedented outflow of 850.000 refugees.

Finally, in June 1999, Yugoslavia accepted a peace plan proposed by the Group of Eight. The Security Council endorsed it in its Resolution 12445 and authorised member-states to establish a security presence to deter hostilities, demilitarize UÇK and facilitate the return of refugees. Kosovo was placed under interim UN administration (currently performed by the United Nations Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo, UNMIK6) under which people could enjoy substantial autonomy and self-government. At the same time a NATO-led Kosovo Force (KFOR) entered the province, in order to provide security to the UN Mission in Kosovo.

Eight different fields of attention and 109 goals for the transition of Kosovo were defined between 2002 and 2004. UNMIK consists of four (originally five) pillars to govern transition:

· Police and Justice, headed by the UN

· Civil Administration headed, by the UN

· Democratization and Institution Building, headed by the OSCE

· Economic Development, headed by the EU

On December 2003, UNMIK and Kosovo’s Provisional Institutions of Self- Government agreed on the ‘Standards for Kosovo’ procedure which has been largely interpreted as the endorsement by UNMIK of a ‘standards before status’ policy, as well as exposes the international community’s procrastination in addressing the issue of the final status of Kosovo. In the years to come, UN negotiated the status of Kosovo, even though progress on the ground has not been sufficient and numerous problems still existed. On February 2nd, 2007

Secretary-General’s Special Representative, Martti Ahtisaari, unveiled his 63-page Comprehensive Proposal for the Kosovo Status Settlement to both Serbia’s and Kosovo’s leaders.

The failure of the UN Security Council to agree on a resolution backing conditional, or supervised, independence, lead Kosovo Albanians to declare independence on 18th February 2008. The declaration made clear Kosovo's complete acceptance of the Ahtisaari plan, and its willingness for: (i) the international community's presence to support the democratic development on the basis of UN Security Council Resolution 1244, (ii) the EU rule of law (EULEX), as well as (iii) NATO to keep its force (KFOR) until Kosovo institutions are capable of assuming these responsibilities.

The current situation and the international implications of Kosovo’s independence

Today, Europe's newest country faces an uphill battle for unanimous recognition as well as uncertainty of its viability as a state. In Serbia, independence was met with street violence, government disunity and a rejectionist and racist anti-Albanian tone. Since independence the Belgrade government has consolidated its grip on Serbian areas of Kosovo, including almost the entire region north of Mitrovica. De facto, Kosovo is thus divided not only into Serb and ethnic-Albanian areas, but also into places where the UN will keep operating and the ethnic-Albanian areas where EULEX will probably take over.

The perplexity of the situation is evident in the framework of the European Union (21 out of 27 member states of the European Union have already recognised Kosovo’s independence) not to mention the Security Council itself where 3 out of 5 permanent members have proceeded to formal recognition, while, Russia and China, together with India released a joint statement in May 2008 where they called for new negotiations between the authorities of Belgrade and Pristina.

The international community’s limited recognition of the new republic, Belgrade’s resistance to reconfiguration of the international presence in Kosovo and its efforts to expand its hold over Serb areas and advance a partition strategy, and the ongoing delays in handing over responsibility for the international presence from UNMIK to the EU, suggest longer-term dangers remain very real. There remains a risk that partition will harden at the Ibar River in the north, and Kosovo will become another frozen conflict. The perpetuation of the dispute leaves the post-Yugoslav peace project in the Western Balkans fragile.

Observers fear that the unilateral declaration opened the “Pandora’s box” for separatism elsewhere and complicate the integrity of several multiethnic states. The notion that Albanians cannot live as a minority in Serbia, whatever the degree of self-rule offered to them, calls into question the very concept of multiethnic and multi-confessional states.

The consequences for such countries, located in every region in the world, are terrible to contemplate. Kosovo's status, far from being settled, would become the shuttlecock of competition of recognizing and non-recognizing countries. And then the question of whether such a state should be admitted into international organizations (notably, the UN, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe, and the Council of Europe) arises.

In sum, Kosovo’s declared independence may well create more problems than it solves. Should this scenario come true, the international community has relatively little leverage with which to maintain stability in the Balkan region. At the same time, Russia is re-asserting its interests in the region, most notably by so forcefully opposing the US effort to bypass the UN Security Council in determining Kosovo’s fate. Given the new political dynamics of southeastern Europe, the United States, EU and Russia need to redouble their efforts to promote stability in the region. It is also extremely important that the Great Power consensus, on which so much progress in the Balkans has rested over the past fifteen years, will be reconstructed.

Issues the Resolution should address

It is undeniable that half a year now much has gone well. Kosovo’s government has made positive gestures to the Serb minority and committed to protect minority rights, including through decentralisation of local government and preservation of cultural and religious heritage. In July the international community demonstrated its commitment to supporting the new state by pledging 1.2 billion in aid for Kosovo. Yet many issues have left unresolved. SPECPOL’s role is to address, inter alia, the following issues:

· the legitimate right of self-determination;

· the new political order in the Balkan region and the international implications derived from international recognition of Kosovo;

· Kosovo’s ability to grow as a self-sustained state;

· a comprehensive integration strategy for the Serb north of Kosovo;

· regional political and security arrangements guaranteeing peace and stability in the region (e.g. effectively control of the borders, police stations and courts and gradually introduction of EULEX)

· the initiation of a new rounds of negotiations between Serbia and Kosovo for a mutually accepted and sustainable solution;

Good Choices for countries/Obseervers:

1. US

2. EU

3. Albania

4. Serbia

5. Montenegro

6. NATO

7. Russia

8. China

9. India

Key UN Documents

Report of the Security Council mission on the Kosovo issue, 4 May 2007:

http://daccessdds.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N07/328/76/PDF/N0732876.p

df?OpenElement

Report of the Special Envoy of the Secretary-General on Kosovo's future

status: http://www.unosek.org/docref/report-english.pdf

Comprehensive proposal for the Kosovo Status Settlement:

http://www.unosek.org/docref/Comprehensive_proposal-english.pdf

Resolution 1244 (1999), Adopted by the Security Council at its 4011th

meeting, on 10 June 1999 - NATO’s role in Kosovo:

http://www.nato.int/Kosovo/docu/u990610a.htm

Resolution 1203 (1998) on the situation in Kosovo, Adopted by the

Security Council at its 3937th meeting, on 24 October 1998:

http://www.un.org/peace/kosovo/98sc1203.htm

Useful Links

The United Nations Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo:

www.unmikonline.org

United Nations Office of Special Envoy for Kosovo (UNOSEK):

http://www.unosek.org/unosek/index.html

United Nations Development Programme Kosovo: www.kosovo.undp.org

Complete UN Kosovo Coverage:

http://www.un.org/peace/kosovo/news/kosovo2.htm

Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe Mission in Kosovo:

http://www.osce.org/kosovo/

The EU and Kosovo:

http://consilium.europa.eu/cms3_fo/showPage.asp?id=1352&lang=EN

European Union rule of law mission in Kosovo (EULEX KOSOVO):

http://consilium.europa.eu/cms3_fo/showPage.asp?id=1352&lang=EN

Assembly of Kosovo: http://www.assemblykosova.

org/?krye=home&lang=en

Research Guidelines

Country Research: 

Spend some time collecting information on the assigned country. Create a fact sheet that will help you during the online MUN. Consider the following when researching the country: 

· History, location, territory, neighbouring countries, social, political and economic environment, government structure
· Organizational membership of international bodies
· Treaties/agreements signed and ratified (i.e. has the national legislature been harmonized in accordance with the treaty)
· Natural resources
· Trade partners, allies, recent conflicts or unresolved border disputes.
· Economic interests
Sources:
i. The CIA World Factbook

ii. The World Bank Country database
iii. US Library of Congress
iv. Country Studies: http://lcweb2.loc.gov/frd/cs/cshome.html
Topic Research

Understand the research topic. The following list of aspects should help you to plan and guide the topic research:
· History of the topic/conflict
· The main actors involved - creating a list of countries with a particular interest in the topic facilitates the process of categorizing all member states into potential allies and potential opposition countries.
· Recent developments
· Existing treaties that affect the topic area
· The root problems that lie beyond the immediately observable facts
· Possible solutions
Sources:
i. The UN website

ii. UN Permanent Missions: http://www.un.org/Overview/missions.htm

iii. UN treaties: http://treaties.un.org

iv. Online News services
Committee
Delegates should familiarize themselves with the function of their committee.
Sources: UN website
Position Paper

A Position Paper is an formal paper stating a country’s policy targets and track record concerning the issue.
It is a requirement that delegates submit a position paper to the committee chair before the session. You will not be allowed to participate without the position paper. Please read the guidelines and use the Position paper format provided.
It details the following information for your assigned country:

· What is the country’s position on the key issues?

· What kind of solutions will the country look for in a resolution?

All papers for should be no longer than one page in 12pt Times New Roman. 

Paragraph one: background of basic committee topic/show understanding of topic to be discussed

Paragraph two: background of what the country has done on the issue/personal experiences of the country in relation to the issue/what the country has signed on to

Paragraph three: recommendations/solutions that the country would like to see

Sample Position Papers for UN General Assembly Third Committee

The issues before the third General Assembly are: Addressing the Plight and Abuse of Child Soldiers In War and Conflicts, The Economic and Social Impacts of Poverty, and Policies and Programmes Involving Youth: Youth in the Global Economy. Japan recognizes these issues as fundamental to the development of the 21st-century global community. The eradication of poverty and establishment of secure localities are cornerstones of the Millennium Development Goals thus demanding the increased attention and action of the United Nations.

I. Addressing the Plight and Abuse of Child Soldiers in War and Conflict

Japan recognizes the use of children as soldiers to be one of the most severe threats to peace. According to Human Rights Watch, more than 500,000 children as young as age twelve have been recruited for armed conflict. Furthermore, this has occurred in 85 or more countries all the way down to the village-level. Often, recruitment is by abduction, thus demanding a strong international response to end this global plight. 

Japan sets forth a zero-tolerance policy for the abuse of child soldiers. Our own action has solidified this position with programs and aid contributing significantly to the protection of children involved in armed conflict in areas like Acholiland, Northern Uganda. We have committed to providing humanitarian and reconstruction assistance, aiding refugees and the internally displaced, rebuilding basic infrastructure, and enabling the reconstruction of both social and economic structures in Northern Uganda. Japan provided two million dollars in 2007 to facilitate the protection of rights of affected children. This project is coordinated by UNICEF and conforms to Japan’s Framework on New Measures for Consolidation of Peace in Africa. The expansion of such programs to global efforts is the only acceptable action, and the only means with which to ensure a global solution.

Persistent efforts to increase global awareness must be of immediate attention to the international community. On February 19, 2008, Japan endorsed a weeklong exhibit titled “The Message from Children about War and Peace.” We encourage all member states to pursue similar action as a global call to action. Furthermore, Japan asserts that international standards for military conduct must be revised and mandated. For example, article 38 of the 1989 Convention on the Rights of the Child sets the minimum age for recruitment and participation in hostilities at 15. This age must be raised from 15 to 18, the minimum age of voluntary military service in Japan. Comprehensive action combating the global plight of child soldiers is the indeed the only acceptable solution.















