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Introduction to the Issue 

In principle, all member states of the United Nations (UN) hold their right to be sovereign. This is 

based upon the fact that nations that have gained their independence have the power to rule 

themselves, both on an internal and external scale. Nonetheless, in a world full of global issues at 

this stage, national sovereignty can also come into question at certain stages. Certain factors posing 

a danger to national sovereignty varies from other nations to non-state actors. And even though the 

UN strictly prohibits other nations are from committing such potential actions, non-state actors 

mainly stand in the way of the total diminishment of this issue.  

These non-state actors can range from 

militias, rebels and terrorists acting 

unlawfully and perpetrating any forms of 

actions that are damaging to the integrity 

of a nation. These groups mainly operate 

under asymmetric warfare, due to their 

limited power against a higher authority. 

However, they can exploit this for their 

own advantage, as even though these 

groups’ actions mainly consist of 

unorganized attacks, they can harm a 

Figure 1: Asymmetric warfare’s difference from conventional warfare 

nation’s military, financial and humanitarian strength. Furthermore, there aren’t any specific 

international guidelines to punish these non-state actors as there would be for nation v. nation 
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conflict. This brings the further rise of the issue, as non-state actors continue to threaten nations’ 

sovereignty against the complicated nature of the issue while causing concerns related to human 

rights to notably rise. 

Writing a resolution on this topic, the delegate should clearly be able to identify the core nature of 

the issue if they are to come up with a solution on the issue. Since the topic can be regarded as 

somewhat abstract and largely extending, the delegate should take both the disarmament and 

humanitarian aspect into account if they are aiming to propose concrete solutions to the potential 

abolishment of the issue. 

Definition of Key Terms 
*These definitions are provided in order to ensure the delegate that is reading this chair report will 

have a better sense of understanding regarding the issue. 

National Sovereignty 

As the Cambridge Dictionary states, sovereignty means “the power of a country to control its own 

government”. National sovereignty, in this case, refers to a country that has gained its independence 

being able to control themselves without foreign interference. 

Asymmetric Warfare 

Asymmetric warfare is a state of war when opposing sides do not have equal strength. This both 

means that the sides significantly differ in terms of military and strategic power. The term is usually 

used in context when referring to a side having an organized and professionally trained army, 

fighting with uncontrolled groups of militias that are deemed unlawful by the former. 

Proxy War 

Proxy wars are wars that are encouraged/supported by a nation which themselves are not involved 

in, directly. 
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Involved Countries & Organizations 

United States of America 

The United States of America can be shown to have been involved in several past events that can be 

judged as asymmetric warfare. To begin with, the American Revolutionary War is an example to 

this; as at the time Britain possessed a large dominance over their colony, the Americans didn’t 

enter direct combat since it would most likely result in defeat. Instead, they focused on damaging 

the large Britain force by small but penetrative attacks, which proved decisive in the end. Apart 

from this, the US’ inclusion in asymmetric warfare has occurred based on the fact that they have 

mostly been the vastly superior side in terms of military power. Their involvement in several proxy 

wars in Vietnam and Afghanistan during the Cold War are representative situations, in regards to 

when they used their military superiority to help the states they supported. However, the most 

distinctive example is the 9/11 Attacks that sparked the US-led Iraqi invasion. The USA’s response 

to the attacks proved to be a landmark in the history of asymmetric warfare, as superior tactics, 

training and technology established their dominance in the area up until the removal of Saddam 

Hussein’s regime. 

Russian Federation 

Though the Russian Federation hasn’t been involved in asymmetric warfare as much as the USA, 

there are numerous occasions where it can be taken into account as well. During the Cold War, the 

Soviet Union (later the Russian Federation after the Soviets’ fall) was involved in proxy wars as 

much as the US. They aided communist regimes in their fight against other sides, which resulted in 

asymmetric warfare as well as strengthening their political status. Furthermore, Russia’s military 

intervention in Ukraine can perhaps be seen as an act of asymmetric warfare while also violating 

the national sovereignty of Ukraine. In 2014, Russia took military action and went into Crimea, 

annexing the area in a way similar to asymmetric warfare. Even though both Ukraine and the 

international community has condemned this and seen it as a direct interference into Ukraine’s 

national sovereignty, Russia has insisted the action was lawful as it was in the aftermath of a 
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referendum held for Crimea to join Russia. 

In addition to this, Russia’s military 

intervention in Donbass and aid to 

pro-Russian activists can once again be 

seen as an act of asymmetric warfare and 

violation to national sovereignty, with these 

actions arguably taking advantage of 

weaknesses of the Ukrainian government. 

 

Figure 2: Map of Russian military intervention in Ukraine 

United Kingdom 

The United Kingdom was the major colonial force in the world up to the 20th century. Considering 

this, they were also clearly the dominant force in terms of warfare. Therefore, they have been 

involved in occasions of asymmetric warfare where they were the superior force opposing the 

weaker side. Apart from this, the UK has also participated in Coalitions led by the US in the Gulf 

War, War in Afghanistan and Iraq War. The UK was one of the leading sides of the western nations 

that were the driving forces during these wars, because of their tactical and military advantage.  

Detailed Analysis of the Issue 

Asymmetric Warfare’s Role 

As briefly explained in the introduction and showed in figure 1, asymmetric warfare is somewhat 

different compared to conventional warfare. Instead of attacking in organized ways, asymmetric 

warfare relies on small-scale attacks, that concentrate on weakening the opposition in the long-run. 

Even though this may seem trivial, these sort of attacks can have devastating effects on a nation’s 

infrastructure, military union etc. Furthermore, one of the most important things that this can result 

in is altering the thoughts of the people in the nation. These attacks can cause the morale of the 

people living in the disturbed nation to drop notably, and in case the government does not deal with 
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the issue in an effective and efficient way, it can ultimately make them consider not voting for the 

government “responsible for the occurrence of these attacks”. In short, asymmetric warfare can 

have lasting consequences on a nation internally, coming to affect their whole unity. This can then 

turn into a chain reaction and be used as an incentive for other nations to interfere with the state of 

war, thus, disregarding the nation’s sovereignty. 

Non-state actors posing a threat 

The threat that non-state actors pose as a result of asymmetric warfare is unignorable in certain 

cases. These non-state actors such as terrorists mainly rely upon this type of warfare since they do 

not have major power, but can still cause detrimental effects upon a nation, as demonstrated above. 

To give examples based off of this we can look at Iraq and Syria. Even though the main non-state 

actor, the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL), has nearly been eliminated, its actions still 

stand as a benchmark for the possible threats a non-state actor can pose. ISIL’s use of asymmetric 

warfare from 2014 on saw them spread from their main location in Iraq to Syria and some parts of 

Northern Africa. Their usage of asymmetric warfare especially saw them dominate the region in 

terms of strategic advancement. Since then, they have become one of the main perpetrators of the 

Syrian Civil War, that has still not ended, along with being the main violators of human rights in the 

area. 

Apart from this, we can also look at the activities of Taliban in Afghanistan. Since 2001, the war in 

Afghanistan has been continuing as a result of Taliban forces posing a threat for the Afghani 

government and civilians in the nation. The government has faced issues regarding territorial 

dispute with the terrorist organization, putting Afghanistan’s sovereignty at risk. Besides, Taliban 

has mainly operated under asymmetric warfare, causing casualties to reach more than 150,000 

people. Other nations such as the USA and UK have since intervened in the war as well, again 

raising questions to Afghanistan’s national sovereignty at this stage. 
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Nations’ use of asymmetric warfare 

Besides, non-state actors posing a threat to a nation’s sovereignty through asymmetric warfare, 

there are also numerous examples of asymmetric warfare between states. 

The most notable example is the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict, continuing since the end of the second 

world war. Even though the State of Palestine is not recognized as a member state of the UN, it is 

still an observer state hence, it would be out of order to recognize them as a non-state actor. The 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict is originating from a territorial dispute between the two states. The main 

issue is that the land that Israel and Palestine occupy cannot be shared, and even though numerous 

negotiations have taken place between the two states, a final deal still cannot be reached. Therefore, 

the two states are in a state of conflict which relates back to asymmetric warfare. There isn’t a mass 

war in the region however, there are occasional minor attacks by both sides. Israel is unarguably the 

dominant force in this situation though, as a minor attack by the Palestinian side is often met with 

substantial acts of military aggression on Israel’s behalf. Indeed, this is also why the Israeli side is 

often met with controversy concerning the conflict. They can reply strongly to those acts of the 

Palestinians and therefore, are held responsible for many casualties of Palestinian civilians even for 

accounts such as protesting. 

**Please note that the delegate’s resolution should not touch upon a specific regional conflict that 

the issue is relevant about. The issue isn’t specified on such a regional conflict, so this shouldn’t be 

the case. Plus, the aim is to guide delegates into thinking in a more expansive way thus, touching 

upon the several aspects that the issue holds for nations. 

List of Important Events 

Date Event 

1775-1783 
American Revolutionary War 

Asymmetric Warfare is used by Americans against the British 

1948-present 
Israeli-Palestinian Conflict 

Asymmetric warfare is used between both sides during the conflict 
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1955-1975 
Vietnam War 

Proxy wars backed by the US and Soviets increases asymmetric warfare 

1979-1989 

Soviet-Afghan War 

The Afghan rebels go against the dominant Soviets and Soviet-backed 

Afghani government, prompting asymmetric warfare 

1990-1991 

Gulf War 

The US leads an invasion in the Persian Gulf and is military and 

tactical-wise superior compared to all of its opposition 

2001-present 

War in Afghanistan 

Taliban and Al-Qaeda engage in asymmetric warfare with the NATO-backed 

government 

2003-2011 

Iraq War 

The US once again leads an invasion in Iraq and is tactically and militarily 

superior compared to its Iraqi opposition 

2012-present 

Syrian Civil War 

Rebel militia forces engage in guerilla warfare against coalition forces 

including the Syrian government and the US 

 

Past Resolutions and Important Documents 

● S/RES/2325, 15 December 2016 (non-proliferation of nuclear, chemical and biological weapons - SC) 

● A/C.6/71/L.24, 7 November 2016 (Measures to Eliminate International Terrorism - GA) 

● A/C.6/73/L.17, 6 November 2018 (Measures to Eliminate International Terrorism - GA) 

There isn’t a resolution tackling the question of national sovereignty and asymmetric warfare 

however, the resolutions provided above are crucial for the topic. As stated previously in the chair 

report, non-state actors carry utmost importance for the topic and these resolutions are the efforts of 

the Security Council and General Assembly to tackle this aspect. 
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Past Attempts to Solve the Issue  

The main problem with previous attempts to solve the issue at hand is that while they have 

addressed the seriousness of asymmetric warfare’s current state, they mainly rely on diplomatic and 

military action of which these come up as acts of infringements to national sovereignty. 

A main attempt to tackle the issue has been through the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) which is a 

global commitment endorsed by all member states of the UN in 2005. The R2P currently addresses 

the “international community’s failure to prevent and stop genocides, war crimes, ethnic cleansing 

and crimes against humanity”. In order to come against the issues it addresses though, member 

states have tried ways such as military intervention. To date, the R2P has mostly been implemented 

African nations, with Libya an example.  

It was implemented in 2011 when Muammar Gaddafi was the ruling force in the country. Following 

allegations regarding violence against Libyan civilians by their own government, the Security 

Council authorized military intervention in the state, accordingly to the R2P. Nonetheless, while 

coming up as a danger to Libya’s national sovereignty, the military intervention took the state of the 

country to a whole new level. Gaddafi was ousted from power in the Libyan Civil War the same 

year however, the nation still hasn’t entered a stable state since then. Following the ousting armed 

violence rose and even though the Security Council had used crimes against humanity that was 

addressed in the R2P to once intervene in the country, these crimes ultimately weren’t stopped and 

humanitarian issues continued to persist. Following the Libyan Crisis, the R2P was questioned to 

whether it was the right way or not to combat the issue at hand, as it had seen many critiques 

following this event plus it completely ignored nations’ sovereignty. 

Possible Solutions 

The main concern regarding the issue at hand is most definitely the ambiguity surrounding it. Even 

though there have been past attempts such as the R2P to lay a foundation around the issue, it could 

be said that it hasn’t been enough at this stage as problems continue to persist. Even though the R2P 
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addresses the main issues linked to mass violence, it is important to note that it doesn’t tackle 

measures regarding asymmetric warfare. It is endorsed by all member states of the UN after all 

though, and it could possibly be able to make more efficient use of it, by remodifying it to cover 

asymmetric warfare instead of completely removing it. 

One thing that can be done for sure in order to strengthen commitment against this issue is to put 

forward an actual international framework regarding non-state actors. As explained in the 

introduction and analysis part of this chair report, these non-state actors aren’t eligible to be 

punished in the same way as nations. Thus, there must be harsher frameworks around asymmetric 

warfare’s use for threatening national sovereignty, and that in case of potential infringements, 

instead of how the government entirely wishes to do so, the non-state actors should be able to be 

punished according to the established framework. It might seem idealistic in a way but this could 

even possibly discourage non-state actors from committing hostile actions. 

Finally, the delegates can consider revising the concept of national sovereignty under certain rules 

and regulations in order to ensure nations recognize the concept fully and are prepared to put 

measures for its maintainability. This should be on the purpose of getting ahead of potential internal 

issues nations can face, as well as humanitarian issues that can occur in relation to this. 
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