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Foreword by the Head Delegates

"Welcome to the FU-Delegation for the National Mbotaited Nations 2014! You are
officially now member of the MONTENEGRO DelegatierCongratulations!!!" And so
the beginning of a team journey was announced togiéto us. But was it really the start
for our passion for global issues and the poss#slito contribute to humanity? Well this
may have showed its signs before, during and #feeNMUN experience, what matters
the most is that we already know that it will neesrd (as Peggy would say). We are

proud of sharing with yowhy.

Following this letter, the legendary room 4405 vfal$ of "I's" on a 2013 November
afternoon. Students between 18 and 32 years, cofrong quite all continents in the
world (except for Australia) and whose academickbemund ranged from History to
Geology, going through Sociology, Literature, Eamits, Chemistry and Law met for

the first time.

Did it already sound challenging if constructinge thwe"-soul of the Montenegro
Delegation was desired? In fact, our unique pelg@msa posed the main
difficulties/contributions so thatnowingthat we relied on each other got actud#it
(and remained) as it. We invested the best of esources and capacities (you see the
diplomatic language gets stuck to your identityg)ton order to dig into Montenegro's
history, current situation and objectives; to uistind the roots and development of
main challenges for humanity; to elaborate linkdwleen varied actors and their
discourse, agency and engagement in the intertielations; motivated by the aim of
building a strategy, a positivist proposal undegaiiist conditions for a better world

(quoting Deputy Secretary-General Jan Eliasson).

It took a lot of sleepless nights, presentatiorhates, additional meetings and endless
research. But the best part of this process wagpéhnmanent cooperation and infinite
laugh that accompanied it. While learning about thie and Montenegro we were
discovering new capabilities on ourselves and égireally hard for developing them as
skills. Always keeping our heads up, sure of ouce® and at the same time keeping it

humble, result from six months of becoming a Ddliega
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Beyond being merely descriptive reports, the follayvpages tell the story of 20 (19
Delegates plus Peggy) minds and hearts on thegradres on their way to, as well as,
having arrived to the committee sessions at the NM2014 conference held in New
York. We do not want all that we learnt from corsations with national and

international diplomats; from joining efforts withundreds of students we have just
known while visiting the UN Headquarters, the Marggrin and EU Mission in the stage

of one of the most vibrant cities to remain with aisworse in NY.

Here is to all the sponsors that made this famtgatirney through the UN and ourselves
possible; to the FU Berlin, to Peggy Wittke, to damily and friends, but above all to
those wishing to keep this project transformingeifthlives and, even better, the world

we share.

Michelle Ruiz and Petrit Elshani
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Sponsors of the FU Berlin Delegation at the Nationalodel United Nations 2014

We thank the following persons, companies andtitigths for their financial and/or
academic support:

Faculty of Law, Freie Universitat Berlin

Department of Political and Social Sciences and-Stihr-Institute, Freie Universitat
Berlin

Institute of Geological Sciences, Freie UniverdBétlin

German Exchange Service (DAAD/PROMOS)

Mrs. Swati Ratovonarivo, United Nations Departmaffublic Information, New York
Ms. Ankelit Berhe, United Nations Department of Rumformation, New York
Embassy of Montenegro, Berlin

Permanent Mission of Montenegro to the United NetjoNew York

Permanent Mission of the European Union to theadhMNations, New York
Permanent Mission of Chile to the United NationsywNrork

Prof. Dr. Hans-Joachim Vergau, Freie UniversitatiBe

Mr. Kai Baldow, Deputy Head Foreign Service Acadeshthe Federal Foreign Office
Mr. Thanasis Apostolakoudis, Greece

Leonie Betzwieser, Tatyana Mitkova and Simon Blétd&eie Universitat Berlin

Mrs. Gesa Heym-Halayga, Abt. AuRenangelegenhei®ROMOS), Freie Universitat
Berlin

Mrs. Hannelore Prifert, FU-Club House
Loffler Fruchtsafte, Minden

Mr. Marco Matthai, Lufthansa City Center, Berlin
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1. The National Model United Nations Conference

The National Model United Nation@®NMUN) was founded in 1946 as a successor to the
Model League of Nationwhich originated in 1923. These programmes arectid at
students to offer thorough and detailed informatiarthe United Nations system and the
work and function of international organisations iogans of an authentic simulation.
The popularity of theModel United Nationgrogramme has risen constantly over the
years. Meanwhile, these programmes are also bdieged at high schools — in the
United States more than 200,000 high school antegmlistudents take part in the
simulations annually. The great acceptanchloflel United Nationss not limited to the
United States: todayodel United Nationstake place in more than 25 countries
throughout the world including Germany. Freie Umsigt Berlin organizes, together
with different co-operation partners like tieederal Foreign Office various Model
United Nationsconferences throughout the year in Berlin.

The National Model United Nationtday is the largest simulation of thkmited Nations
in the world. Each year more than 5,000 studemms fNorth America, Latin America,
Asia, Africa and Europe take part in the conferewdeich is held for five days at the
Hilton Hotel or the Sheraton Hotel & Towers, New rkKoand theUnited Nations
Headquarters The National Model United Nationds sponsored by théNational
Collegiate Conference Associatjom non-profit organisation, which works closelyttwi
the United Nations and was granted the consultatiggis by the Economic and Social
Council in 1995. The Board of Directors co-ordirsatad supervises the simulation. The
conference is administered by a 55-member Seaetatich is composed of graduate
and undergraduate students who are elected anniidlgd of the Secretariat is the
Secretary-General, supported by a Director-Gerserdla Chief of Staff.

Each participating university
represents a United Nations Member
State or non-governmental
organization at the conference.
According to reality, these Member
States and non-governmental
organizations are represented in
different committees and international
organizations. It is the task of the
Delegations to make themselves
acquainted with the history and policy
of their country or non-governmental
organization in order to act as realistic
as possible at the conference. In addition, it ésessary to lay down the position
concerning the different topics that will be negted during the sessions. The visit at the
Permanent Mission to the United Natiooffers the valuable opportunity to gather first-
hand background information by consulting high-iagkdiplomats.

During the five days of the conference, the Delegaff the various committees strive to
work out proposals and draft resolutions. At thainp it becomes clear that the
knowledge, which has to be obtained, cannot betdinito the country or non-
governmental organization represented, but hasdiude information on ‘friends and
foes’ as well, in order to get into contact witre throper partners during negotiations.
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The participating students are expected to behavactive diplomats, who have to
formulate their positions and try to enforce thémt at the same time have to be open-
minded towards compromises, always taking into ictemation the special interests of
the represented nation or non-governmental orgtoizarhis marks one of the major
attractions of theNational Model United Nationgonference: each Delegate has to
participate in the negotiations by ensuring thas hation’s/non-governmental
organization’s interests are taken into account.ttigy reaction of the other Delegates,
failures are immediately realized, as well as —timaportantly — success.

At the end of the conference, voting procedures tplace at thdJnited Nations
Headquarters Selected resolutions are on the floor of the Ganfessembly Plenary and
the Economic and Social Council. The passing réisolsi are forwarded to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, Mr. Banri¢ion, as the official result of the
National Model United Nations.

2. The Berlin NMUN 2014 Delegation

Petrit Elshani is a 7th semester Law student
from Prishtina, Kosovo. Upon completion of
the 6th semester of his basic studies at the
Faculty of Law of the University of Prishina,
he was awarded an Erasmus Mundus
Scholarship to conclude his studies at the FU
Berlin. As an elite Law student and an
admirer of the noble principles the UN was
founded upon, the NMUN Conference
represented an excellent opportunity for him
to be provided with in-depth insight of the
working procedures within the United Nations Systand influence the flow of the
discussions with an intriguingly unique perspective

At NMUN 2014 he represented Montenegro in the Galngssembly Third Committee
with Nina Hake.

Carly Evaeusis Swedish-American and
spent her childhood in both Stockhol
and New York. Her interest in
globalization, development and
sustainability has for years urged her t
get involved with organizations and
people working for change. This interes
deepened while working for Tallberg
Foundation, a thought leading
organization and organizer of thg
prestigious annual Tallberg Forum, an
after about five years of practical experiencehim field, she began her studies in Global
Development at Stockholm University as a meandrefigthening her knowledge in this
area.
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At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the é¢hifNations Environment
Programme together with Sebastian Kugel.

Rosa Galvezis a graduated Law student
from Ecuador. In 2007 she moved to Berlin
where she completed her Magister Legum
(LL.M.). Rosa is currently studying
Business Administration at FU Berlin in her
third semester. Her main fields of interest
are Business and Finances. Rosa views
NMUN as a great opportunity to improve
her negotiations and debating skills, expand
her understanding and knowledge of
international issues, and on the negotiation pseesf the UN Organs, as well as being
able to skillfully perform real-life diplomacy.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the éthilations High Commissioner
on Refugees Committee with Stephanie Kutschmann.

Miezan Haile was born in Frankfurt, to
Eritrean parents. Growing up in a highl
political environment, she decided to stud
Law at the Humboldt University of Berlin.
After participating in the Erasmus
Exchange Programme and studying o
year in Istanbul, she is currentl
specializing on Intellectual Property Law
Miezan believes that NMUN offers a
unique opportunity to get an in-dept
insight of the procedures of global politics

At NMUN 2014 she represented
Montenegro in the General Assembly Second CommmtﬁeChrlstlna Heroven.

Nina Hake was born in 1994. She grew up
and attended highschool in Berlin. Nina is
currently studying law at FU Berlin in her
3rd semester. During her volunteering
activities for Terre des hommesshe
realized that human rights are her main
field of interest. With her participation at
NMUN, she hopes to broaden her
knowledge of international relations and
especially of the United Nations.
Furthermore, she sees the project as a great
chance to come in contact with people from all otle® world and to experience
intercultural political discussions.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the Gdresssembly Third Committee
with Petrit Elshani.
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Christina Heroven is a Biochemistry student
from Chile. She's currently enrolled in &
Master's Program at FU Berlin, where she
specializing in Structural Biochemistry.
Christina is particularly interested in
democratization processes in Latin Americ|
and in the development of science a
technology in developing countries. Befors
participating at NMUN she visited severa
courses and lectures at the Institute for Lat
American Studies.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the @Ge#ndssembly Second
Committee with Miezan Haile.

Petya Hristova is a Political Science
student, born in Bulgaria in 1991. After
successfully completing her Bachelor
studies in Political Science at the Otto-
Suhr-Institute at FU Berlin she has

Europe Institute in order to continue her
specialization in exploring state and
society in this fascinating region.

internship at théederation of German
Scientistsand engaged in the institute life as editor at @teo-Suhr-Institute (OSI)
magazine and freshmen’ mentor. NMUN will provide feer the great opportunity to
apply the theoretical knowledge about the Unitedid¥a that she has acquired during
her Bachelor studies and also practice bargaimir@obal Politics.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the HuRaghts Council with Enhui
Shen.

Sebastian Kugel has German and
Austrian roots and is  studying
Meteorology at FU Berlin since 201
with  special focus on synoptic
meteorology, urban climate and weathq
forecasting. He joined excursions o
urban microclimate research in Egypt an
is in preparation for an excursion tdg
Kenya. His participation at NMUN is due
to get experience in international politicy
regarding climate protection and
ecological affairs.

At NMUN 2014 he represented Montenegro in the Uhifdations Environment
Programme together with Carly Evaeus.

begun her Master Studies at the East

Beyond her study interests she made an
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Stephanie Kutschmann born in Berlin,

is currently enrolled in the Master's
program of Contemporary History. After
writing her Bachelor thesis on US-
Iranian relations and working at the
German Federal Foreign Office during
the summer of 2013, NMUN 2014 will
help her pursue her interest in diplomacy,
a field in which she hopes to explore
further in the future. In Berlin, she works
as a student counselor at FU Berlin and is
the President of the International Club.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the éthilations High Commissioner
on Refugees Committee together with Rosa Galvez.

Oliver Martin, born in Rostock,
studies History and Political Science &
an undergraduate at the FU Berlin. B
serving as an intern for a member of th
German Bundestag during highschoo
he discovered early his passion fo
public service. He served as a memb¢
of the First German Youth Parliamen
consisting of children born in the Yeal
of the German Reunification and serve /
as a delegate for the 7. German-Russian Youth iPemd. Since 2012, he is a Youth
Ambassandor for ONE, which is fighting Extreme Rtyweand found there his passion
for development policies.

At NMUN 2014 he represented Montenegro at the Wnidations Population Fund
together with Lotta Schneidemesser.

Suvi Moilanen is a Finnish student from
the University of Eastern Finland. She
holds a Bachelor's degree in European
Law and is currently completing her
Master's degree at FU Berlin as an
exchange student. Suvi has also studied
International Law and Relations and was
previously on exchange at Al Akhawayn
University in Morocco. She has gained
international experience through
internships at the European Commission
and UNESCO Bangkok and has a particular interelstiman rights and foreign policy.
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Lucie Naundorf is a German student of

the Master Program Sociology -
European Societies at Freie Universitat
Berlin. She participated in the NMUN in

order to get acquainted with the modes of
action of international organizations and
on the level of global politics.

Burcu Okur was born in Berlin and
is of Turkish and Chechen origin. He
current field of studies is busines
administration. She cannot imagine
better way than the National Mode
United Nations to participate in
dialogue with students from all
around the world and discuss curre
political issues. She thinks that th
NMUN project provides a unique
platform of knowledge sharing with
students from different study areas and culturakpeounds, which is why she decided
to join.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the @G®#néssembly Fourth
Committee together with Junis Sahib.

Michelle Ruiz comes from Ecuador’s
capital Quito and has been studying
Sociology and Political Science at
Humboldt University in Berlin since
she finished highschool in 2012.
Nevertheless, Michelle’s interest for
politics and social dynamics was
always present in her interests and
academic formation. She organized
social cooperation projects in her role
as students speaker, and beyond UN
e simulations, she has also been
engaged in EU and Ecuador’s Parliament models.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the Garessembly First Committee
together with Prince Owusu Sekyere.
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Junis Sahibwas born and grew up in
Berlin. After spending a year in Ne
Zealand and performing his civilian
service in Berlin, he started hi
studies on International Manageme
and Applied business language i
Arabic in Bremen. He now studies
Political Science in Berlin and is
highly interested in International
Relations, European politics, and
political questions concerning the
Middle East.

At NMUN 2014 he represented Montenegro in the Gangssembly Fourth Committee
together with Burcu Okur.

Varja Savnik is a 22 year old student from

Slovenia. She is studying Law at the
University of Ljubljana and is currently

doing her Master's degree at FU Berlin.
She is specializing in international law and
relations. In the future, she wishes to
practice international law or work in one of
the European or World's organizations.

Lotta Schneidemessehas studied in New
Zealand researching Maori literature an
culture. She has worked on a Nativ
American reserve in the United States (¢
America, as well as spending time i
Ireland and France. She is currentl
completing her Masters Degree in Applie
Literature at FU Berlin.

At NMUN 2014 she represented
Montenegro in the United Nations
Population Fund together with Olive
Martin.
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Prince Owusu Sekyereis a final year law student
of the University of Westminster interested in
International Public Relations and Commercial
Law. He is a German citizen and was born in
Ghana. After his Abitur in Hamburg he moved to
England for his legal Education through which he
got the opportunity to spend his penultimate yaar a
FU Berlin where he got introduced to NMUN. The
experience made at the simulation in New York
showed that international Cooperation, political
willingness and treating every disaster as one
_ occurring in our own country are keys to resolving
international |ssues These and other experiengels as meeting and speaking and
maintaining contact to students from other schdwb are also interested in international
relations have had an effect on him wanting to hgaged diplomatically in solving
international issues such as the Ebola epidemic.

At NMUN 2014 he represented Montenegro in the Ganassembly First Committee
together with Michelle Ruiz.

Enhui Shen is pursuing a Master of Law on
International Law at FU Berlin. She studied at ltlaev
School of Inner Mongolia and Peking University an
after achieving her Bachelor, she has worked ffj
International Bridges to Justice in Geneva, whicthe
leading organization focusing on human rights la
international criminal law and promoting rule ofian
developing countries. She wishes to expand
knowledge on legal systems in the world and to knd
how states and international organizations overco
challenges they are facing.

At NMUN 2014 she represented Montenegro in the
Human Rights Council together with Petya Hristova.

3. The Republic of Montenegro — An Introduction
Some Facts

The Republic of Montenegro is a country in Soutteas Europe. Located on the

Adriatic Sea its neighbors are Croatia to the w&stsnia and Herzegovina to the
northwest, Serbia to the northwest, Kosovo to t#mt,eand Albania to the south-east. The
area of Montenegro is only 13,812 kand the capital city is Podgorica, which is also
the largest city in the country. Etymologically ,Mi@negro” can be transliterated into
.Black Mountain“ which also gives evidence to thearacter of the landscape. The
Mountains of Montenegro created one of the rockiesgions in Europe. This

extraordinary Diversity of geological base, langegeclimate and soil brought into being
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a one-of-a-kind biodiversity, which is home fordaif unique species. For example out
of 526 European bird species 333 are regularlyemtesy Montenegro. The history of

modern Montenegro is rather short as it only existthe form we know today since a

Referendum in 2006 that made it independent frorhi&@and Montenegro.

The 2011 census counted 625,266 citizens living density of 45/km2. Montenegro is
home to a variety of ethnical groups. These majbnie groups are Montenegrins
(Crnogorci) with 44.98%, Serbs (Srbi) with 28.73psRiaks (BoSnjaci) with 8.65,
Albanians (Albanci — Shqiptarét) with 4.91% and &so(Hrvati) with 0.97%. Besides
Montenegrin being the official language Serbiansidan, Albanian and Croatian are
spoken.

The vast majority of Montenegrins is Christian. iBielus groups that form majorities in
some of the countries regions are Muslims. Most tdioegrins, 72.07% are part of the
Eastern Orthodox Church, ranging second is Islatin $9.11%.

With a total unemployment rate of 41.1%, Monteneggoranked 11th worldwide
concerning unemployment. Only 1.5% of the totalydation is illiterate.

Communication-wise Montenegro ranks 131st worldwidin 163,000 telephone land-
lines and 154th worldwide with 1.126 million mobileellular connections. Also
concerning Internet users Montenegro is 133rd wadd with 280,000.

The transportation system in Montenegro is compdses airports, 250 km of railways
and 7,763 km of roadways.

Source: CIA Factbook
History
Early History and Middle Ages

The history of Montenegro dates back to the ageRamhan hegemony over the Balkan
Peninsula. At that time the territory of Montenegvas a part of the Roman province
Dalmatia. Under the Emperor Diocletian Southernnidia became a separate province,
Dioclea. In the 7th century the northwest parthef Balkan Peninsula was invaded by
Slav tribes. The tribe of the Serbs settled in téreitory of the Western Balkans and
founded several principalities. The most southerincipality which covered today’s
Montenegro was called Zeta or Duklia. From Zetaedne Nemanjiden Family, under
whose rule the Serbian Empire became a great pamwethe region. After the
Christianization of the population in the 9th caewiithe Chief Zupan Stefan | Nemanja
embraced the Orthodox Faith; his son Sava was afgubfirst Orthodox Archbishop of
Serbia in 1221.

After the battle of Amsfeld in 1389 Zeta becamesfuge for the Serbs who refused to
submit to the Osman rule. At the beginning of tBeéhIcentury, Iwan Cernojewic secured
the sovereign authority for himself as a vassathef Venetian Republic. During this
period the province received the name of Crnagardontenegro. In 1516, the prince
abdicated and the people invested the bishop kdadiith supreme secular authority.
He was both spiritual and temporal ruler of thielistate, although he named a governor
to conduct war and administer justice. The Turksieneepeated attacks during the 15th
century on the freedom of the mountain kingdom. WVlemtenegrins were finally forced
to make their submission, and from about 1530 flagay tribute to the Sandjak of
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Scutari. In domestic affairs, however, they remdiniedependent. In 1696, Danilo
Petrovic, was elected Vladika and made the episadigaity hereditary in his house.
Danilo introduced closer relationships with Russia.

Early Modern and Modern History

The most prosperous era of Montenegro opened waghreign of Vladika Peter |
Petrovic (1777-1830), who repelled unaided a fiemttack of the Turks in 1796 and
rendered valuable aid to the Russians againstréveck during the Napoleonic wars. His
successor Peter Il Petrovic, educated in St. Retagsrendered valuable services to his
country by raising its intellectual and commerc@inditions. He founded schools,
instituted a system of taxation and establishedsthte’s senate. Danilo (1851 — 1860)
changed Montenegro into a secular state, dispendtddepiscopal consecration and
undertook the administration as a secular princassR and Austria recognized
Montenegro as a hereditary, secular and independeé. The Porte refused its
recognition and sent expedition of 60 000 men ajaity Austria interfered on
Montenegro’s behalf. At the Congress of Berlin Taykrecognized the political
independence of Montenegro, the territory of whigs more than doubled after forming
an alliance with the Bosnians and defeating th&3ur

When Austria annexed Bosnia and Herzegovina in I@rtd 908 it annihilated the
dreams of Montenegro and Serbia of a United SerBiapire. In 1900, Prince Nikita
received the title Royal Highness, and in August@,9with the consent of all Great
Powers he had himself crowned king. In 1905, hatgdhthe country a constitution and
a national assembly (Skupschtina) elected by populffrage every four years.

First World War

The disastrous impacts the First World War hadhenvtorld, did not leave Montenegro
untouched. During World War |, Montenegro foughttbe side of the Allies and was
defeated by Austro-German forces. Eventually, NiabloNikita was forced to flee the
country which had impacts on the national sovetgigin the absence of its ruler
Montenegro was annexed to Serbia, then called thgdém of the Serbs, Croats, and
Slovenes, and renamed Yugoslavia in 1929, the Yiugfoslavia. Then during the mid -
1920s the Yugoslav Communist Party arose and Brsip Tito was to become leader in
1937.

Second World War

Hitler invaded Yugoslavia on multiple fronts folleah by the Italians. In fact, Benito

Mussolini occupied Montenegro in 1941 and it becamgrotectorate of Fascist Italy.

With the diplomatic and military support of Churthénd other Allied powers the

Partisans controlled much of Yugoslavia by 1943eAthe departure of the Italians and
the German’s defeat in 1944, Josip Broz and Ti®&tisans assumed control and
entered Belgrade with the Red Army. On 20 Octob@441Tito was made prime

minister.

Montenegro within Socialist Federal Republic of ¥sigvia

After WW I, Yugoslavia became a Communist Repuhlizder Tito, the ,Socialist
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia“. Montenegro therswae of the six republics forming
the Republic. Tito created a one party state withemy opposition allowed. In 1971
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reformers within the Communist Party called for aje¢ economic autonomy and
constitutional reform to loosen ties within the ‘Ystav federation. By the 1990s,
Yugoslavia started to disintegrate in a brutalyear civil war.

The Republic of Montenegro within the ,third Yugosh*

After the collapse of the Socialist Federal Republi Yugoslavia which happened in

consecution to the Yugoslavian Wars and the indégece of Slovenia, Croatia, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, and Macedonia, Serbia and Monterfegned a loose state union, the
so called ,third Yugoslavia“. The establishment af new constitution and the

implementation of democratic elements in Montenegjraracterized the next years. An
abandonment of all communist symbols included angbaof the flag, a change of the
capitals name from Titograd to Podgorica, and ageaf the political system, including

a multi-party system, in which the communist pgrtgys an important role until today.

Montenegro at that time already showed signs ofarsgism, expressing a non-

willingness to contribute to the costs of the wayraore. Montenegro only agreed to
unification under Serbian pressure and since 1886/sd signs of growing separatism.
Montenegro is of great importance to Serbia duet€oaccess to the sea. The new
president of Montenegro, Dukanovic, set the cotesendependence; one of the new
economic policies was the adoption of the Deutddhek.

The State Union of Serbia and Montenegro

The end of the State union of Serbia and Montenegr® also the end of the name of
“Yugoslavia”. Economic sanctions, which were putnpSerbia at that time, due to
political issues related to the struggle for indegence by some former Yugoslavian
provinces also affected Montenegro in terms of eany) and politics. The sanctions
included sanctions on flights, air embargo, areaibargo, bans on credits, and bans on
visas. These sanctions were imposed by the Unitat<sS the European Union and the
United Nations.

Montenegro was then kept off the NATO-led attacle da its neutral position in the
Kosovo War in 1999, although some of the NATO t&sgeere on Montenegrin territory.
After Milosevic lost power in 2000, Montenegro spodut for full independence and in
2003 adopted a new charter and a new name forothee Istate union of Serbia and
Montenegro.

The independent State of Montenegro

The vote for independence in 2006 was expressed teferendum in which 419.240
votes were cast, which covered 86.5 % of the ®i&dtorate. In the referendum 55.5 %
voted with “yes” and 44.5 % with “no” as they oppdsthe independence of
Montenegro. The threshold set by the European Ur@nthe acceptance of the
referendumsresult was at 55% and was therefore narrowly hit.

As Montenegro officially left the union with Serbia had to apply newly to all
international institutions whereas Serbia as thgallesuccessor of the former state
adopted all former positions of Serbia and Montene@here was also a new application
to the United Nations and on the 28th of June 2B@Mitenegro became the 192nd
member of the UN.
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Political System
Constitution of Government

By adopting the Constitution of Montenegro in 20QFe former Constitutional
Parliament of Montenegro established the separatiqupwers into the legislative, the
executive and the judicial power (Art. 11). Hencefard, the Republic of Montenegro is
defined as a civic, democratic and ecological cguntth social justice based on the rule
of law (Art. 1).

Executive

The President of Montenegro is the head of state 98) and is directly elected every 5
years with a maximum mandate of 2 terms. The Peesidmain responsibilities consist
in the representation of Montenegro within the dopand abroad, proposing the Prime
Minister to the Legislative and commanding over dnmy (Art. 95). Filip Vujanovic is
the current President of Montenegro since 2003ectsd in 2008 and 2013. While being
a member of the Democratic Party of Socialists (DP@ujanoic replaced Milo
Djukanovic who filled the position from 1998 — 2003

The Government is composed of the Prime Ministez, Deputy Prime Minister(s) and
the ministers, while the Prime Minister represe¢hts Government and manages its work
(Art. 102). If the Prime Ministés work is not approved by the Parliament, the Prime
Minister and the Government can be recalled by t® W no-confidence (Art. 107).
Nevertheless, the Government may raise the issuwardfdence before the Parliament
(Art. 106). Since 2012, Milo Djukanovic is the PanMinister of the Republic of
Montenegro and currently attends his fourth terroffice.

Legislative

According to Art. 11 of the constitution, the Parfient of Montenegro exercises the
legislative power. The Parliament is directly edecfor a 4 year-term and consists of 81
members (Art. 83, 84). It is mainly in charge withssing all laws, ratifying international
treaties, appointing the Prime Minister, ministarsl justices of all courts and adopting
the budget (Art. 82).

Montenegro owns a multi-party system, in which iearmust work together in order to
form coalition governments. At present, the rulimgjority of the Democratic Party of
Socialists (DPS), the Liberal Party and the SobBiamocratic Party form the Coalition
for European Montenegro since the elections in 2012

&

Parliamentary elections results from 2012

® Coalition for European Montenegro
Democratic Front

® Socialists People‘s Party of Montenegro

® Positive Montenegro

" Bosniak Party

other parties
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Judiciary

The judicial power is independent and only relingtee Constitution, laws and published
international agreements (Art. 118). Based updireetinstance court system, it consists
of 15 basic courts, two High Courts, an Appellatai@ and a Supreme Court, completed
with two Commercial Courts and an Administrative u@o As the highest court in
Montenegro, the Supreme Court ensures uniform egtjpin of the law by the courts. Its
Court President is jointly proposed by the PredidérMontenegro, the Speaker of the
Assembly and the Prime Minister, while other judges elected by the Judicial Council
(Art. 124, 125).

The Constitutional Court is assigned to deal witlestions concerning the Constitution.
Its judges are proposed by the President of Mogrenand elected by the Assembly
Court. The Court President is elected among its bbeesa Moreover, the Judicial Council
of Montenegro secures the autonomy and independasrjadiciary (Art. 126).

Montenegro’s International Relations
Montenegro and the European Union

Integration into theEuropean Unionis one of the main priorities of the Montenegrin
foreign policy. The membership aspirations aregéd] greatly reflected in all aspects of
its international relations and are carried outipalarly by promoting the foreign policy
of Montenegro through bilateral relations and inltitateral arenas. The EU recognized
the independence of Montenegro and establishetioredawith it as a sovereign country
in June 2006. In 2010, it gained the status ofralickate country for EU membership.
The actual accession negotiations started in JOA& and currently, Montenegro is in
the phase of harmonizing its legislation to meet BU norms and standards. It is often
considered to be the closest country to membershdpthe next country potentially
accessing the EU. Joining the Union would bring Maegro remarkable economic,
societal, political and judicial benefits and, hetmore, foresees a comprehensive
positive development of the country prior to theession. According to the recent
progress report (2013) issued by the European Cssiom, there are positive signs of
progress in Montenegro’s path towards the acces#ias of an utmost importance for
Montenegro to engage in a regular political dia®guith the EU and develop its
relations with individual EU member states furtidoreover, good neighborly relations
and regional cooperation is a definite precondif@mrthe membership.

Montenegro and NATO

Integration into theNorth Atlantic Treaty OrganizatiofNATO) has been identified as a
foreign policy priority by the Government of Montgro. This strategic and highly
important goal would guarantee security and stghidir the country in order to pursue
other equally important objectives. By joining thisternational organization and
developing substantial relations with it througk Bartnership for PeacéPfP) program
as well as other mechanisms, Montenegro will haveptimal framework to prevent
potential threats, challenges and risks for thbilittaof the country and the region as a
whole. It will also promote an image of a stablenderacy and improve economic
development by attracting more foreign direct innent.
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The key areas of cooperation between NATO and Mwmge® include Security
Cooperation, Defence and Security Sector Reformil Emergency Planning, Science
and Environment and Public Information. Beyond srppg reform, another key
objective of NATO’s cooperation with Montenegro tis develop the ability of the
country’s forces to work together with forces frédATO countries and other partners,
especially in peacekeeping and crisis-managemesrtatipns. Since 2010, the country
has contributed to the NATO-lebhternational Security Assistance For¢kSAF) in
Afghanistan. It has also indicated its willingnésparticipate in the post-2014 follow-up
mission to train and assist Afghan security fored®r ISAF's mission has ended.

Integration of Montenegro into NATO is closely tigmithe accession of the country into
the EU, as these are two parallel and compatildegsses. In relation to this, democratic
institutions, rule of law, market economy and sigusre necessary preconditions for
any country that aspires to become a member ofEtheand NATO. Montenegro is
working hard to draw closer to NATO institutions meeting Euro-Atlantic standards
with the aim of joining the North Atlantic Treatyr@anization. Following the June 2014
NATO Foreign Ministers Meeting, the Secretary Gahe@mnounced that NATO will
open intensified and focused talks with Montenegnd will assess at the latest by the
end of 2015 whether to invite Montenegro to joia &iliance.

Montenegro and the United Nations

Montenegro joined the United Nations on 28th Ju@@62as the UN’s 192nd Member
State. Montenegro was admitted by a General Assemédolution adopted by
acclamation, upon recommendation by the SecuritynCib according to Art. 4 of the
UN Charter. Montenegro embraces freedom and the otillaw, and determined to
promote international peace and security. Montemégiseeking a non-permanent seat
on the UN Security Council for the term 2026-20Zhowing its dedication to
maintaining international peace and security.

Montenegro is actively engaged in issues concehyethternational community since
the admission to the United Nations and has by beeome a member of almost all UN
funds and programmes, like thénited Nations Environment ProgramnfeNEP), the
United Nations Children's FundUNICEF) and theUnited Nations Development
Programme (UNDP) as well as specialized agencies such asWoeld Health
Organization(WHO) and thdnternational Labor OrganizatiofILO). While taking an
active part in these bodies to solve worldwide fBois, Montenegro also receives
support by several UN entities and hostsUiNeCountry Team Montenegio the newly
built UN Shared Eco Premises the River Moraca which was especially desigmgdg
efficient and ecological technology.

On sustainable human development, for exampldDP Montenegrosupports the
European Union accession priorities, building angtobal development network with
access to innovative solutions, knowledge, expedeand resources. Montenegro
promotes its social welfare reform, created thdadarard, and keeps pushing towards
gender programmes in order to promote women'’s $ighin national democracy, as a
candidate country of the European Union, Monten@gproved its legal procedures and
developed local governance capacity while protegdiire voice of civil societies.

On economic and environmental development, Montenégtiated various projects,
like the Beautiful Cetinjeproject which aims to reconstruct the culturalitage of the
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old royal city by means of economic and environrakmnevitalization measures,
promotes théBiodiversity Strategy and Action Plamd business clusters for sustainable
economic growth in cooperation with different depants of the United Nations and
non-governmental organizations. Montenegro worksedly with UNDP on th&lational
Human Development Repad fight against poverty, gender discriminatiord asther
situations of inequality etc., taking its findingsgnd recommendations seriously.
Additionally, Montenegro has a multitude of joinptbgrammes with UNDP and other
UN-entities, as for example, the UN Youth EmpowentmBrogramme, Good Health
System Governance, National Response to HIV/AID&] &mproving the Business
Environment Through Green Jobs and Institution dng.

Montenegro and the Balkan Region

Montenegro’s relations with its neighboring couedriare remarkably good, especially
considering the larger conflicts that affected thgion in the 1990s. Montenegro has
diplomatic relations with all of its neighbors, liray instated embassies in all of them
(with the exception of Kosovo). Montenegro oftercaiges praise from the EU for

fostering good neighborly relations. However, sdmeder disputes remain unresolved
and the border demarcation process has yet torbpleted. One important contributing

factor to the cooperation in the region, is the e@m strategic foreign policy goal of

achieving EU membership. The Croatian experiencd# great advantage in this aspect,
since the successful accession negotiations sene @seful example for the Balkan
countries aspiring to enter the EU. Besides, Caoatil be a great support to Montenegro
while the country undertakes the necessary reféonmeeet the European requirements.
In cooperation with Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croaia Albania, Montenegro is

attracting investments in tourism, energy and B&tftecture, exemplified by the

construction of the Niksi— Capljina railway and Pluzine <8pan Polje roadway.

The relations with Serbia suffered in 2008, when nkdaegro recognized the

independence of Kosovo, but have improved in tis¢ yaars. Some tensions remain,
since Serbia does not approve of the accessiots afeighboring countries to NATO.

Montenegro maintains a close cooperation with Kos@specially because of the great
number of Kosovars that fled to Montenegro durihg Kosovo War in 1999. Other

important cooperation partners in the region aadylta crucial supporter in the

integration process to the EU and NATO and theitmestor in Montenegro; Turkey,

one of the most important Diaspora countries of Moagrins and Greece, who has
traditionally had good relations with Montenegro.

Following the spirit of good neighborly relatiodpntenegro has proposed th&éstern
Balkan Six initiative, with the aim of bringing together Mtemegro, Serbia, Kosovo,
Macedonia, Albania and Bosnia and Herzegovina arstiréngthen regional cooperation.
The initiative envisaged the formation of a comniRarliamentary Assembly and a joint
Balkan police, while the member countries wouldvstrto fight corruption, develop
more competitive economies and hopefully allow #@tewEuropean integration.

Economy

According to OECD’s 2012 Journal on Budgeting, “Nemegro was one of the world’'s
fastest growing non-oil economies. The country pedsa vigorous privatization and
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structural reform agenda, introduced a flat incdeeat a rate of 9% (one of the lowest
in Europe), and made large efforts to create anlessifriendly environment. Foreign
direct investments, equivalent to 40% of GDP, statad domestic demand and
economic growth”.

Montenegro’s economy is driven by sources suchgagwdture and export of metal.

However, it is heavily dependent on tourism. CorimgaMontenegro to the six South

Eastern European countries Montenegro has the $tighil per capita Income which

rose from $2400 in 2003 to $6940 in 2014 howeveh widecline of $220 compared to
2012. Nonetheless the Balkan nation can boastreflaction of poverty (from 11.3% in

2005 to 6.6% in 2010) and advancement in struct@falms in its preparation for the

EU membership which is the government’s main tar§étuctural reforms seen in the
public sector, the financial sector and the investinclimate have contributed to the
advancement of the country’s economy which hastesdtits ranking in for example the
2014's Doing Business Report. According to thisorépfrom 2013 to 2014 Montenegro

has improved from 50th to 44th position among 18%¢ries as being an attractive place
of doing business.

Despite these progress however, the country’s esttiv recover from the turmoil
orchestrated by the Global economic crisis is haegpédy the country’s tendency to
accumulate market factors which has proven to éfficient in the long term. In contrast
“productivity growth so far has been non-existeMbontenegro is considered to have the
advantage of being geographically well positionadita disposal thus making the
connection to the region as well as the world eblgyvever, it has not made much use of
it to increase its export possibilities.

These and many other factors have been address#tk iDecember 201Zountry
Economic MemorandufCEM) named “Montenegro: Preparing for Prospelibsuring
Sustainability Connectivity and Flexibility for Dgmic growth” compiled by the World
Bank. In this analysis, useful recommendationsnaaee to assist the country achieve a
long term economic fruitfulness. These included@u$ on productivity growth of which
just 0.6% could make way for a growth rate of 4%nare in the country. Sustaining this
rate in the longer period could significantly impeothe Montenegrin Living Standards.
Considering the fact that public debt exceeds 62%he GDP, a move towards building
fiscal reserves and adopting and enforcing crediBlml rules is inevitable. Also the
need to improve the Banking system in Montenegok &ome relevance on the “To do
list”. The CEM also recognized the need to streagihformation and Communication
TechnologieqICT) as another factor the country’'s competivenes the International
scale. Investment in ICT and the accompanyingsskitles not only foster knowledge but
also contributes to the reduction of unemployment.

The topic of energy connectivity was similarly agsBed in the CEM report. In response
to this, the Montenegrin Government in 2013 openidd for the construction of second
Block of the PLJEVLJA power plant not only to reduBlontenegro’s dependency on
outside sources for the supply of energy but alsearce Foreign Direct Investment
(FDI). Alongside this are the government’s policeew plans to make use of its Hydro
power energy from which Montenegrins will reap Wfgae This is evidenced in the

Technical and Economic Consultancy Regortthe Moraca River Hydro Power Plant
which states that “overall, the economic analysidjets that going forward with the
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investment in Moréa HPP will bring benefits to the Montenegrin ecomoiifi proper
environmental and social management plans are ediber

The foregoing analysis points out possibilitiesMéntenegro to excel in the Balkan
region and on the international scale. Nonethetbgs country faces a number of
problems such as corruption. The country has theenpial of achieving a strong
economy in the long run if more is done focusinglm CEM's three Pillars.

4. The Preparation Process in Berlin

Have you heard that metaphor of the little
bird, who is taught to open his wings but only
he alone can learn to fly by taking the risk?
Indeed, that was us except we did not have
that just one thing we had to learn from a ff
single tutor. We were fortunate enough to be
guided by Faculty Advisors, diplomats and
NMUN expert students. Even more, we had
each other to discover our skills and improve
them; how to do international relations
research, analyzing complex issues and
negotiating possible solutions, as well as == =
training our speaking skills were main A 3
achieved objectives after jumping towards the MON1 ENE(TR()
cliff, though, which steps lead us there?

As traditional from any meeting at Luise, the it §roken really quickly. We soon

understood that as a team cooperation by orgaoizand knowledge sharing were
essential. So we focused on four parallel issuetsing to know the United Nations as an
institution, becoming literate on Montenegro, limgi the former mentioned by

representing our nation as qualified diplomats keeping track of the logistic advances
through our engagement at the Task Forces.

Having the UN-Charter in one hand and some pragn&stcurity Council and General
Assembly resolutions in the other, we looked after reasons of its founding and the
agreements that had to be done, in order to steidtuas such. Key issues like the
responsibility to protect, peace and security, wdws International Public Law actually
mean and why disarmament is such a sensible togie warefully analyzed in our first
sessions.

As for Montenegro, however, we inquired from diffiet perspectives, which are the
current challenges for our country and how couldpdtentially contribute to the

international community, facing not only armed dimt$, but also climatic and socio-
demographic emergencies. Each of us also spedadizehree topics belonging to eight
different committees. Well, before rushing to ansogmsals; an overview of the
historical, economic, political, social and cultudevelopments in the country were
required. Thus, by presenting those topics to amrades we looked for a common
point of departure while aiming to determine Momgmo's position in the UN

landscape.
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Not only why migration (particularly of ROMA and fugees), natural disasters,
disarmament, women empowerment and religious toteraare global issues were
examined by us, but we searched for Montenegrofiena policy, also, in order to
acknowledge its discourse’s and practical polittcahmitment. We were near to the first
jump on our own; redacting our position paperss™as the point when even if we felt
that being meticulous in plenty editing rounds walsausting, we realized it was worth it
(since it required profound research and stratggisitioning) and assumed it as a
common project. Indeed, we specialized on particolatters but we constantly shared
suggestions and our questions to our comradesasavih could improve our statements
until we confirmed they reflected Montenegro’s @ms, commitment and potentials (or
reverse?).

After our Christmas Party we finally elected ouradeDelegates, Michelle and Petrit,
who assumed organization and guiding responséslitNonetheless, the engagement of
each Delegation Member was great regarding ourifsgpdasks; which could be
demonstrated in our main fundraising event: thedraising dinner. We soon realized
that the profits would not significantly contribute our five digits™ future debt, but it
would definitely motivate us and other potential NM Delegates. So food from the
whole world was served at the FU International Gutables and we even had live
Balkan music to enjoy with our main sponsors, otenfls. Additionally, another
fundraising attempt should be mentioned in spitéhefdifficulties; we kindly thank our
comrades, who donated blood; in order to get 25€seeach for the team.

Getting comfortable with NMUN rules and procedures; well as learning how to

behave as diplomats, required also the best oéoergies while we were lucky to have
the best guidance of Prof. Vergau’'s long diplomatgrier experience. For instance,
while simulating two Security Council sessions @riged and moderated by Prof.
Vergau himself) we had valuable impressions on kowmplex it is to conceal pluralist

interests and come to an agreement. Still, as tlegation of Montenegro we were sure
that we could offer proposals in benefit of all thations. So we focused on how to
propose and promote them, how could we pass frardifcourse to a working paper
and finally a resolution. We therefore organizedther didactic simulation, which we

called MUNtenegro and was essential for once agsiaring our doubts and

recommendations, from negotiation tips to a coecnettional strategy.

Concluding this briefing on our preparation, likitlé birds in learning process, we took
the risk of flying to New York, getting to know tHgN really close and getting into
diplomat’s shoes. We thank everybody who taught feglded us to give the first steps
and believed in us so that full of confidence aomdhmitment we could even dare to
amend the rules of the sky, because we refusecmgnize whatever could stop our
flight.

4.1 Emergency Session of the Security Council: Iraént in the East China Sea

The Emergency Session of Security Council tookelae 13th December 2013 and it
was set up as a practice session during which wehechance to familiarize ourselves
with the Rules of Procedure and diplomatic speecéhepreparation for the NMUN

Conference in New York. The emergency session wasr®ned due to a (supposed)
incident in the East China Sea. China‘s shooting dapanese military aircraft on 10th
December 2013 caused three casualties, one Amerigan South Korean and one
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Japanese pilot. As a response to the occurrengan &alled for an emergency session at
the United Nations.

On 23rd November 2013, sir Defense Identification Zon@DIZ) was established by
China. The United States set up their Air DefenseeZin the 1950s, Japan had them for
44 years. Prior to the incident in the East Chira,Sapan extended its zone in 2012 to
include the Senkaku/Diaoya Islands. The islandeHmen at the center of a territorial
dispute between China and Japan for years. Acaptirihe information given for our
simulation, on December 10th, 2013 a Japanesearyilétircraft flew over the Senkaku
Islands, China asked the aircraft to identify whittey ignored. For the Chinese
government, this action was seen as a provocatiwh @ risk to their population.
Therefore, the Chinese government shot down thangme military aircraft justified by
Article 51 of the Charter of the United Nationstbe basis of its right of self-defense.

The session started with th
speaker’s list, including statement:
of most countries on the issue. Mo
of the countries had a neutra
position and were leaning towards
regional solution, meaning . M |
negotiations between Japan an ‘:"
China moderated by a mediato
During a moderated caucus an
informal caucus all members of the
Security Council were working on a
resolution. The session resulted i
one working paper aiming to condemn Chinese actiand one resolution which

proposed direct negotiations between China andnJapaderated by the Secretary-
General of the United Nations and the creation gieace zone until the dispute was
settled. The resolution failed to pass with theewalt 10 in favor, 4 against, 1 abstention.
Due to the veto of the United States and Chinatekelution was bound to fail.

The Emergency Session simulation was a first pralcgéxercise that us to get to know
the rules and procedure of the United NationspAlticipating students representbdir
respective countries well and were looking forwtrdepresent Montenegro at NMUN
2014.

4.2 Visit to the German Federal Foreign Office

In preparation for the conference in New York, ®@e&legation had the opportunity to
attend a session at tRederal Foreign Officd Auswartiges Amt - AA) on 17 December
2014 to become familiar with diplomacy and Germareign policy approaches. The
group listened closely tdr. Ramin Moschtaghi who works for Section 500
(International Public Law) anblir. Kai Baldow who is the Deputy Head of theoreign
Service Academgt the Foreign Office involved in the selectiomqass of prospective
employees.

Dr. Moschtaghi opened the session with a shomdhiction to his work at the AA during
which he elaborated on the numerous fields he ¥sled in, e.g. international tax
questions, UN resolutions or to mandate foreigrajgpent. Dr. Moschtaghi is a lawyer
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by training and works on the legal framework of ian foreign policy decisions. Mr.
Baldow is anAlumnusof Freie Universitat Berlin (Faculty of Law) anarficipated in
the FU-NMUN Delegation in 1996. He kindly introdacthe different services at the AA
and talked to the students about being a diplonmat what this lifestyle entails.
Furthermore, he answered questions about his tsre Belegate at NMUN. We were
very happy to have the opportunity of another nmgetith Mr. Baldow, on 22 January
2014 he visited us at FU Berlin and shared his eepees as a German Diplomat in the
Human Rights Councih Geneva, a posting he held prior to coming kacBerlin. He
provided us with many details of the procedures aedotiations at the Council,
remarking that there were not many differences betwnegotiations at NMUN and a
“real” international body such as thieiman Rights Council

The visit to the AA gave us the opportunity to aslestions to German Diplomats first
hand and experience diplomacy directly. Therefthis, session was an important asset
for us in our conference preparation. We like tanth Mr. Moschtaghi and Mr. Baldow
for welcoming us at the Federal Foreign Office pnalviding us with valuable insights in
German foreign policy and diplomacy.

In addition, we want to thankrof. Dr. Hajo Vergau for connecting us with the
Auswartige Amt and his continued support in theppration process for NMUN in New
York. We especially value his advice and encouragenduring our simulation of a
Session on Security Council Reform which we enjayehensely!

4.3 Visit of the Montenegrin Ambassador to Germanyat Freie Universitat Berlin

As the Delegation representing Montenegro at théioNal Model United Nations
Conference, we had the great pleasure of receitingAmbassador of Montenegro to
Germany, MsVera Joli¢i¢-Kuli§, for a visit to our University on 13 March 2014.

She was born in Annweiler/Rheinland Pfalz, as ast@eitkind”, moving then mid

1980 with her family back to former Yugoslavia,. iMontenegro. She finished her law
studies at the national university. Subsequentlyjrfg done a clerkship, she joined the
Foreign Ministry of Montenegro. Rapidly her talemd commitment brought her to head
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the cabinet of the Foreign Minister and then tosbet to the Montenegrin Embassy in
Berlin where she was appointed as Ambassador.

Ms. Jolti¢-KuliS began her briefing by pointing out Montenggr foreign policy
priorities which she called out as being EU andristesm NATO membership, good
neighbourly relations in the Balkan region and tlevelopment of bi-and multilateral
cooperation on the international scale.

She emphasized the EU membership as being verjatifoc Montenegro. One of the
main reasons is that Montenegro does not wantrwire at Europe’s front door, but
actually — contrary to what many may believe —, ¢bhentry has always been part of
Europe. Now, as the negotiations proceed since 2008, Montenegro is closer than
ever to becoming a member of the European Union.tBe would have never been
possible without the political will of the Montenéay Government and support of the
people, who according to the polls, agree withrgdamajority (70% of the population)
on such a historic enterprise. In this sense, thba#ssador added that Montenegro, being
a country that has witnessed the horrific impadtshe Balkan conflicts, regards EU
membership first of all as a symbol of peace, foeednd stability.

When a question from one of the Delegation membanse regarding the steps which
have been taken so far to accede to the EU, sherluretl the new EC approach in
negotiation talks, focusing on Chapter 23 (Judjciand Fundamental Rights) and
Chapter 24 (Justice, Freedom and Security). Howestez highlightened that even if
“laws are easier to pass, they must be filled Mifin and given the essence they ought to
exhibit among their audience. In order for thish@ppen, there is the need for a change
of mentality and that means transformation of thieol society”. Good signs of
advancement are the political stability and contjnwithin the country, as well as the
economic development and the improvement of the wfi law, which have also
impulsed Montenegro on its path to the Euro-Atkarititegration. Recent polls on
Montenegro’s accession to NATO have not shownttieat is a widespread agreement,
unlike the EU’s case but still, the Ambassador fedirout the significance of joining
NATO as the path without alternative for long lagtsecurity and stability in the Balkan.
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Furthermore, regarding th@openhagen Criteriashe stated that there is no hierarchy
between political, economic and tlequis criteria, since they are highly interrelated
with each other and thus equally important. At shene time, she pointed out problems
such as corruption and environmental difficultiediich the country is taking concrete

steps to tackle. Fortunately, for this means, Moegeo has developed a cooperation
strategy even beyond the region. Worth to mentiothis case is Germany as a main
partner, which actively and constructively has jled development support since 2000
and until 2012, through the BMZ, but due to theifdes results is even planning to

extend its commitment towards Montenegro until 2015

An important topic to be discussed was also HumightR. Particularly in relation to the
Roma and LGBT community, the Ambassador confirmfeat Montenegro is doing a
hard work on assuring their integration into theisty dynamics. The country has been
providing a safe haven for the Roma community avesignificant period of time and
especially during the Kosovo conflict in 1999 andmotes synergetic societal efforts to
give tolerance a priorital role, in order to fate and enhance a harmonious habitation
among all the peoples of Montenegro.

We are very grateful to Ambassador JiéhKuli$ for accepting our invitation and even
more her optimism and encouraging words about @rfopmance at the upcoming
National Model United Nations Conference. We wolilce to express our sincere
thankfulness for her time and effort and will remaery fond of our nice group picture
together with the Ambassador of Montenegro!

5. The UN Study Tour in New York

Our Delegation received one of the biggest highéigf the first week in the Big Apple
by visiting UN Headquarters located along the Baster. The Head of the UNHQ
Visiting Center, Mrs.Elisabeth Waechter took time personally to give us a Guided
Tour. We enjoyed this privilege to visit this indensable multilateral institution with
respect to global politics. And after passing coghensive security, our Delegation got
the first impressions from the inside:

The Construction for the main UN -
Headquarters complex began in 1948 ar ’ st |
was completed in 1952. The UN Comple: - ' e |
consists of four main buildings: The Ih
General Assembly Building, the Secretaria
Building, a conference building and the3
Dag Hammarskjold Library. The whole{\§
area of the UN complex belongs neither t
the United States nor the United Nation
but belongs directly to the 193 Membe
States and envoys insofar extraterritorialit
Originally the site was purchased by the
Rockefeller Family, who donated it to the NY Citp¥&rnment, which transferred it to
the United Nations. At its founding in 1945 the bhd 51 Member States, which should
grow to 193.
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The UN Headquarters complex is full of extraordynart and exceptional gifts of single
Member States to the United Nations: The first gifta Member State to the UN that
Mrs. Waechter showed us, was the Norman Rockwebkdio called "Golden Rule" a
special gift by Nancy Reagan. The mosaic showgp#uples of the world and reminds
the observer:Do unto others, as you want other to do unto yo#s. we walked further
through the corridors of diplomacy we discovereé ®tatue of Saint Agnes which
survived as only peace of a completely destroydtiedsnal by the nuclear attack on
Nagasaki, Japan. Tangential to the Nagasaki Ste¢usaw further exhibits from the UN
Peace Missions such as ttiexcopetarra” — a guitar made from an automatic rifle which
has become a figure for peace. TB&copetarra” was donated by Colombian musician
and peace activist Cesar Lopez and is one of thmipent figures in the Permanent
Disarmament Collection. 2014 is the 10th anniversdrthe exhibition in 2004 on the
genocide in Rwanda in the UN central office in Néwk. The Permanent Disarmament
Collection will figuratively point the finger on ¢hyoung victims of landmines, which
have to face consequences such as amputationspatiauinjuries and death. Mrs.
Waechter explained the background of Beacekeeping Missiorad informed us about
the 16 current peacekeeping operations plus thaapmlitical one — th&nited Nations
Assistance Mission in AfghanistddNAMA). Additionally, she briefed us about the 55
completed missions as well as financial, trainind eecruitment obstacles in the present.

In the garden outside we discovered a part of griBWall which, by the way, was also
our gift to most speakers by us. After that weteisithe chambers of one of the main
organs of the United Nations: The Economic and &oCiouncil (ECOSOC) before
experiencing the most prominent chamber: The UNutycCouncil, which for all of us
was surely the most exceptional highlight.
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The tour gave us many valuable insights in theeruristate of affairs at the United
Nations. We learned about the history and workiredd$ of the organization, while
walking through the floors with wonderful exhibitSo our Delegation listened and
learned:

The structure of the United Nation was heavilyueficed by the failing model of the

League of Nationgrior. As widely known the UN was founded direcéiffer World War

I, with the goal to maintain peace and securitd &imder any replication of a global

military conflict. The Cold War once again heaviifluenced the agenda of the Security
Council. The era of decolonalization in Africa idded a wide range of new members,
which belonged originally to neither ideologicabtk and pushed the work of the United
Nations with respect to global economic justicertir@rmore, we learned about the main
working areas of the United Nations: Maintainingeimational peace and security,
fostering human rights, social justice, protectihg environment and combating global
challenges such as climate change and global powstt respect to development policy

and not least providing humanitarian aid in caseatfiral disaster and armed conflict.

We also learned about the vital contribution of E@encies — which supplement the six
main organs: General Assembly, Economic and SoCialincil, Security Council,
Secretariat, the International Court of Justice dahd Trusteeship Council — like
UNICEF, UN Women, UNHCR, WHO and the World Bank. eTtUnited Nation
maintains offices not only in New York, but also@Geneva which is hosting for example
the Human Rights Council and UNHCR, as well as ianxa (International Atomic
Energy Agency — IAEA) and in Nairobi (UN EnvironmdProgramme —UNEP).

On the way to the cafeteria with a superb look dber East River, we discovered the
gallery showing all former Secretary-Generals of tdnited Nation from the first
Secretary-General of the UN to Kofi Annan. Our Deléon is remembering the Guided
Tour through the United Nations as one of the alisdiighlights of our trip to New York
and our Delegation expresses our sincere gratttutiers. Waechter.

5.1 Briefing on Disarmament

The Delegation of Montenegro had the opportunitymeet Mr. Curtis Raynold,
Secretary of the UN Secretary-General’'s Advisonamioon Disarmament Matters at the
United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairf@JNODA), to discuss various
disarmament efforts and initiatives within the feamork of the United Nations during
the UN Study Tour of the Delegation of Montenegro.

Since the briefing from Mr. Raynold in April, cris@nd armed conflict in Ukraine and
the Gaza-strip have escalated, and so the coneagasling the development and the use
of various weapons in armed conflict have grownoexmtially. The United Nations
Security Council, for instance, continues to foouscountering the illicit acquisition of
all types of weapons as well as combating terrarBtates, nevertheless, which continue
to justify bombardments by claiming to proceed lireit defense and according to
international law have lately gotten most of thedias and international community's
attention. Therefore, disarmament, often seen las &nly way", in order to achieve
peace, turned to be more than ever a high primstye on the UN agenda.
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Mr. Raynold discussed the pursui
of peace and security throug
various disarmament initiatives led
by global and regional
organizations cooperating under th
United Nations umbrella. He
carefully elaborated on the
difference between conventiona
weapons, such aSmall Arms and
Light Weapons (SALW) and
Weapons of Mass Destructio
(WMD), such as nuclear,
biological, and chemical weapons
The international community has

developed a system, which through treaties sudhesreaty on the Non-Proliferation
of Nuclear Weapon§NPT), among others, and UN resolutions (e.g. 8gcCouncil
Resolution 1540) seeks to prevent the acquisitfdoidD.

Small arms and light weapons (SALW) continue tathee main cause of casualties and
deaths, due to the numerous instances of armediatenf the world. The lack of
ratification and implementation of internationaligreed instruments (see the recently
adoptedArms Trade Treatyfor instance), which regulate their use and dgwalent
makes them real (thus more dangerous than) weagonass destruction.

Following an in depth discussion about nuclearndbal and biological weapons, Mr.

Raynold turned to the issue of terrorism and theplexity of addressing it. Diplomats

and representatives of social movements fail odirfigm concordance on the definition of
terrorist individuals and/or such actions. This,hlaswever, not stopped the Security
Council and/or other security organizations frordradsing terrorism.

Mr. Raynold underlined the need for regional agrests with regard to proliferation of
materials, which could potentially contribute te ttievelopment of WMD. In this sense,
the individual states' responsibility and transpayeis an essential requirement. Thus,
disarmament is not possible without recognizing thare is no chance for peace nor
social development by further investing so much &ommand economic resources on
threats, rather than safeguards for life. We tleeeftoncluded that these processes
require constant dialogue and cooperation betwébkarenational or transnational actors
on the global arena, in order to strengthen confidebuilding measures, which enable
the combining of resources, capacities and expgertess exemplified by regional
initiatives, inter-agency cooperation or t@eordinating Action on Small Arni€ASA]
programme).

Mr. Raynold vividly and comprehensively illustratdisarmament in all its complexities
during our briefing. The Delegation of Montenegtdhe National Model United Nations
would, therefore, like to express its sincere tude to Mr. Raynold for his briefing on
the current state of disarmament and non-prolifamat
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5.2 Briefing on Terrorism

On the 9th of April 2014, MrTrevor Chimimba graced the last hours of the first day of
our UN Study Tour with an enthusiastic and pass®nariefing on the topic of
Terrorism.

Mr. Chimimba is a Malawian Senior Legal Officerthé Office of Legal AffairOLA)
and involved withUN Action Against TerrorismStarting the briefing, Mr. Chimimba
pointed out that the United Nation's Framework émmbating terrorism as a global
phenomenon was established over the years stasfithgthe early attempts to define
terrorist acts in the 1930s, including in the cahtef the League of Nationsvith the
adoption of the1937 Geneva Convention on the Prevention and Pomésh of
Terrorism The Geneva Convention obliged the Member StateEhwvwere parties
thereto to establish in their respective natiomathinal legislation the offences listed in
Article 2 of the Convention and also to punish @xttadite the alleged offender. This
Convention, however, did not enter into force yaaf a result of the outbreak of World
War Il. Nonetheless, it has served as a model dbseguent conventions dealing with
Terrorism.

He stressed that the conventions modeled on the
1937 Geneva Conventionwere adopted
following the so called “Sectoral Approach”.
The legal regime for combating international
terrorism is informed by the “statist” paradigm
defining the obligations of States to prevent and
suppress terrorism and the “criminal law
enforcement” paradigm, where extradition and
mutual legal assistance form pillars of
international cooperation and attempts to define
“terrorist acts” have been fraught with complex
discussions on the ‘“inclusionary” and
“exclusionary” elements of the possible
definition. Following the “Sectoral Approach”
meant identifying activities which were seen as
“terrorist acts” and working out treaties
responding to the categories of such acts. He
cited examples of treaties which were adopted
from the 1960s following this approach. He
termed these the “first generation” of the
counter-terrorism regime and these were conventigrish were within the context of
hijacked planes, violence within airport areas, itile navigation etc. Examples of
these conventions are the 1963 Tokyo Conventio®@fiences and Certain Other Acts
Committed on Board Aircraft, the 1970 Hague Conienfor the Suppression of the
Unlawful Seizure of Aircraft, the 1971 Montreal Gemtion for the Suppression of
Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil Aviatiothe 1988 Montreal Protocol for the
Suppression of Unlawful Violence at Airports Seryimternational Civil Aviation and
the 1988 Rome Convention for the Suppression oWhil Acts Against the Safety of
Maritime Navigation.
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The negotiation of the “second generation” of imstents began with the adoption of the
1994 Declaration on Measures to Eliminate Interoatil Terrorism and its 1996
Supplement. Under the latter, the General Asserasigblished ahd Hoc Committee
which has thus far adopted three instruments oorist bombings (1997), financing of
terrorism (1999) and nuclear terrorism (2005). BteHoc Committedias since 2000
been negotiating a draft comprehensive conventior to 1997, the already existing
ones, he added, seemed not to have envisaged/selfi@ber forms of terrorism such as
terrorist bombings, nuclear terrorism and alsodi&ctvhich are potentially conducive to
terrorism such the source and financing hence gatti his conclusion that they were
not enough to deal with the end of all criminal docts in relation to terrorism. The first
generation instruments differs from the second geima in that with respect to the
newer instruments the “political exception” clausea “terrorist offence” no longer
applies; there are enhanced provisions on intenmalticooperation, which may in some
cases be refused in terms of mutual assistanceannal matters if the “human rights
exception” clause applied. Amendments have also leffected to some of the earlier
instruments to take into account these developméidgs he stressed that following the
Sectoral Approach, the need to define “Terrorismaswot prioritised.

It was part of the mandate of th&d Hoc Committeeto deal with terrorism
comprehensively. Once the three instruments mesdicabove were completed, work
commenced on a comprehensive convention to tatidegiobal phenomenon on the
basis of a proposal by India. This, however, hasnbenerous since it has proven
problematic to reach “agreement on the exceptidn”.other words, between the
“inclusionary: and “exclusionary” elements of aidéfon, agreement on the latter has
proven contentious, as such agreement bears agatibhis of States under the Charter of
the United Nations, including the right of peoptesself-determination; the obligations
of States and non-State actors under internatidnahanitarian law, including
considerations concerning the wars of nationakéitien; and the obligations of military
forces of the State acting in an official capaditying peace time.

Mr. Chimimba added that thenited Nations’ Counter-Terrorism Strateggcognises
four pillars which are (a) measures to addresstimelitions conducive to the spread of
terrorism; (b) measures to prevent and combatrsmg (c) measures to build States’
capacity to prevent and combat terrorism and &ngthen the role of the United Nations
system in that regard; (d) measures to ensurecefgrehuman rights for all and the rule
of law as the fundamental basis for the fight asfaterrorism. The legal regime for
combating international terrorism focuses on (bjlevbearing in mind the other three
elements. Mr. Chimimba couldn’t emphasis enough mportant it is to adhere to these
pillars and also labeled International Cooperatisnthe key to craft collaboration on
counter-terrorism issues.

5.3 Briefing on the United Nations Relief and WorksAgency for Palestine Refugees
in the Near East (UNRWA)

On the 10th of April 2014, Ms\licole Ganz working at the Middle East and West Asia
Division of theDepartment of Political Affairén the United Nations Secretariat in New
York and a former staff member of thénited Nations Relief and Works Agency for
Palestine Refugees in the Near EA$NRWA), briefed the FU-Delegation on the work
of the Agency. Ms Ganz gave us an interesting agerabout the UN-role in the Middle
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East Peace Process, based on her enormous knowledder personal experiences. She
also described the foundation of UNRWA and its dmweent in history, UNRWA's
challenges and obstacles and the actual situafiddN&®RWA. History is a fact that is
essential for the understanding of UNRWA politicel ahe Middle East Peace Process.
Worth mentioning and pointing towards the politisauation of today, are the following
stages:

It all started with the 194United Nations Partition Plan for Palestinevhich was a
proposal developed by the United Nations recomnmendi partition with thé&economic
Union of Mandatory Palestin® follow the completion of the British Mandate.téf the
first Arab-Israeli War in 1948, the United Natio@eneral Assembly Resolution 302
(IV) of 8 December 1949 founded UNRWA. It was metnbe an agency to carry out
relief and work programs for Palestine refugees €htablishment of UNRWA was a
response to the preceding events and the depamukatid destroying performance of the
nascent Israeli forces on up to 500 Palestinidagals.

Back then UNRWA was responding to the needs of &l860,000 Palestine refugees,
most of them fled to surrounding Arab countries,ilevttheir original homes were

destroyed or occupied by the young state of Isk&fih the hostilities of June 1967 and
the lIsraeli occupation of the West Bank and theaG&trip another high number of
refugees was added to the number of displaced tPédes. To accommodate this new
wave of refugees, it was necessary to establishmere camps. Today the estimated
number of refugees of Palestinian origin is mosentB.5 million.

In 1993, theOslo Accordsvere signed. Meant to be an agreement that sheadtto the
self-determination of the Palestinian people, impurpose was to start a peace-process
that would lead to a resolution of the ongoing tonf

That was also flanked and followed by the Generdeinbly which passed Resolution
48/213, assuring assistance to the Palestiniani@ebipe Palestinian Authority then was
established in 1994 and it was another major steyards self-determination of the

Palestinian people. As there has not been a solatimcerning the issue of Palestine
refugees UNRWA’'s mandate has been renewed many.tilfifee General Assembly

most recently renewed the mandate until 30 Jun&.201
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When Ms. Ganz was emphasizing the huge amount eptéSlence in the region, it soon
became clear that the UN was contributing to tiggorés peace enormously. Especially
when going into detail about the staff structurie fact became obvious. With more than
13,000 staff members on the ground in the regi@hraare than 24 UN-Agencies in the
area, the United Nations is a factor not to undenase. UNRWA guarantees the
provision of facilities in 59 recognized refugeemges in Jordan, Lebanon, Syria, the
West Bank and the Gaza Strip. It is led by a Comimiger-General, who is appointed by
the UN Secretary-General, and who reports diretdlythe General Assembly. As

UNRWA continuously faces inadequate funding, it &® interesting to learn about the
composition of the budget. The budget sums up t$ L33 billion. It is funded through

voluntary contributions by UN Member States. Thejanaontributors are the United

States and the European Commission, which togeiteyunt for more than half of the
annual budget. Another great part is also fundeslitih the regular UN Budget.

Another pillar of the presentation was UNRWA’s prog of work. Upon the ambitious
objectives is the alignment of UNRWA’s main taskthwhe United Nations Millennium
Development Goalderived from the goals that include a long andlthg life, acquired
knowledge and skills, a decent standard of liviagd human rights enjoyed to the
fullest, the strategic objectives contain an edaonaprogram, a health program, and a
relief and social services program. Despite theseldmental and necessary programs
UNRWA is facing challenges that are coherent tdbfmmatic political developments in
the region.

UNRWA’s working definition of Palestine refugeegtbngoing Israeli occupation in the
West Bank with numerous checkpoints, expandingelsisettlements, and attacks by
Israeli settlers, making everyday-life difficultrfthe people living there, the devastating
situation in Gaza, are issues that challenge diffieand various aspects of UNRWA on
both, the institutional level and the practical devProblems on the practical level
UNRWA and other UN-Agencies in the region are confed with can mainly be
described by access issues and issues of medieal loaregions that due to different
political points are at disturbance and far fronmpecalm, it often is hard to reach the
people you want to reach and to access relevatituiiens. The described problems can
be seen in Jordan, Syria and Palestine.

One of the points of criticism that always meetsRINA’s work is the question of
jurisdiction. The question of defining a Palestmiafugee is a highly complex question,
because the general legal definition of the terefugee”, based on tH€951 Convention
relating to the Status of Refugee®es not fully accord to the definition of Paileisin
refugees, as well as there is no consensus abssibfmborders of Palestine. UNRWA
describes Palestinian refugees as “persons whasshplace of residence was Palestine
during the period 1 June 1946 to 15 May 1948, ahd iest both home and means of
livelihood as a result of the 1948 conflict.”

Ms. Ganz eventually gave us an insight in nowadaysplex political structure of the

Middle East Peace Process also sharing with usJ8wperspective. First of all it was

also important to clarify the status of Palestinghin the UN-System. When in

September 2012 the application of Palestine to rheca full member in the UN-system
was blocked it became the goal to be a “non-merbeerver state. Compared to the
previous status of a "observer entity" this wasisiohic benchmark for the people of
Palestine.
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It soon became clear that the Peace Process rmhtstll struggles with a lot of
obstacles which unfortunately are on the agendguide some time. She then mentioned
President Obama’s trip to Gaza in March 2013 are ilflegal aspects of Israeli
settlements. In fact President Obama and Secrefa®yate Hillary Clinton asked for a
suspension of these settlements, no adherenceisofafiuest was following, though.
Now the new Secretary of State, John Kerry, tigesegotiate an end of settlements. The
US-position on the problems can be best descriliidthe concept of direct talks and
negotiations. The US is striving for a solution ttitembines the establishment of a
Palestinian state with terms that guarantee thetysaf the state of Israel. However, the
major problems and obstacles for peace can be sripgdanto five points from her
point of view: 1) Jerusalem, 2) the West-Bank, 3y& 4) the politics of settlements, 5)
the ,Right of Return®.

Finally, the most important and demanding task bIRWA is to handle the problems

and difficulties Palestinian Refugees are livinghwiAs there are more than 5,000,000
Palestinian refugees registered, with the veryigeasreturn-issue also existing, this

definitely is a major task.

We wish UNRWA and Ms. Ganz a lot of strength onirttieture way, may there be
success upon your actions, and also we are expgessir deepest and grateful
acknowledgments for this great presentation arighhinto real world UN politics.

5.4 Briefing on the United Nations Department of Eenomic and Social Affairs

The Briefing by Mr.John Winkel, Associate Economic Affairs Officer, covered the
favourable prospects for 2014 to 2015 of macroecoc®based on the work of DESA’s

remit. He gave an overview of the current globabreenic situation and provided

projections of the future development direction2idl4/2015 with different diagrams.

Also, the briefing introduced the potential chajes of macroeconomics we might
encounter in 2014 to 2015.

Overview of United Nations Department of Economnid Social Affairs (DESA)

The United Nations Department of Economic and Sociéife (also known as DESA)
is the think-tank of the United Nations, supportidaiberations in two major UN Charter
bodies: the UN General Assembly and the UN Econ@amét Social Council (ECOSOC).
DESA's working programme can be categorized integhareas: norm setting, analysis,
and capacity building. One of DESA'’s primary cobtitions is providing policy research
and analysis for Member Governments to use in tieliberations and decision-making.
DESA provides a regular update on the latest ecanamd social developments at the
global and regional level. The Department generatiesial input for its macroeconomic
reports through Project Link, which is a co-opemtinon-governmental, international
research activity.

Current Situations and Trends on Global Macro Ecogo

In the first season of 2014, the global economytinaed a slow recovery; the recovery
was led by China, Western European Countries atid Banerica. Economic growth is
expected to slow down in emerging economies, aedithited expansion in the world
trade is expected. This sluggishness appearsvaiatbroad in both developed and
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developing countries based on the reducing statisti the world trade. The larger
developing economies are facing much weakened timezg¢ demand because of
financing constraints in some sectors of the ecgnamd excess production capacity
elsewhere, a flexible policymaking is demanded logihof the economies. In an outlook,
the macroeconomic conditions are expected to ingomly moderately in 2014.

At the same time, inflation remains low in most ooies around the world. It will be
partly reflected by high unemployment and finandaleveraging. In the United States,
the inflation will fall in 2014 and 2015. In mangykloping countries in South Asia and
Africa, the inflation will remain relative high,reie the domestic demands is expected to
grow in 2014. Countries in the East Asia and theoEAbnes are expected to continue
facing benign inflation. In the new EU-Member Sgateconomic activities continue to
strengthen. Inflation in the region remains relelow; this is accompanied by lacking
of monetary policies.

Compared to the 1990s, global tradg
flows in the past two years have bee]
sluggish. It is notable that the ratid

has been historically low. In addition,
some policies and protectionis
measures adopted by
economies after the financial crisig
had negative impacts on the
international trade system, which
slowed down the international trade
growth. According to the statistics
that DESA provided, in 2014 to
2015, international trade is expected to grow atsiu#.8 per cent and 5.3 per cent
gradually.

What also remains significant to observe is, theepof most primary commodities has
declined moderately during 2013, which was mainiyeh by the weak global demand.
However, as the international demand is expectgictoup moderately in 2014 to 2015,
the commodity prices are expected to be flat, coepavith that in 2013. In Africa and
East Asia, the commodities prices were relativegghtand have helped the increase of
international investment. In Western Asia, the cardity prices were in the past
relatively stable, growth is expected in 2014 aAd3 The relatively lower commodity
prices in Latin America and Central America areestpd to grow in 2014 and 2015. In
the outlook, global commodity prices remain gengrhigh and volatile; the trend is
gradually being flat.

During the Q&A Session the attention was especialysed on the impact of
sustainability and responsibility approaches omalanarkets. While one question from
parts of the students concerned the change ofamaintal and green awareness in the
economy sector within the last decade, anotherdastavas shown towards the impact of
UN-PRIs on global market developments and invels&raviour. The United Nations-
supportedPrinciples for Responsible InvestmébfN-PRI) form an international network
of investors with the objective of developing a msustainable financial system and is
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an investor-led coalition in partnership with thrited Nations Environment Programme
Finance Initiativeand theUnited Nations Global CompadBy practicing the six PRI, a
larger understanding of the implications of susthility for investors can be attained
through supporting signatories to incorporate ttigsees into their investment decision
making and ownership practices. Being vital for khieg-term stability of markets, the
Responsible Investment approach considers envimtaheocial and governance factors
within the decision making of investors and foraemore conscious investment strategy.
Initiated in early 2005 by Kofi Annan, the UN-PRi\re already proven to be successful:
the simple act of asset managers asking their tiegssabout environmental and social
influence of their investments changed investoab&ur on where and how capital gets
invested.

Recommended Reading Materials:

“Poor Numbers” on Economic in Africa, by Morten\dem, Cornell University Press, 2013,
http://www.cornellpress.cornell.edu/book/?GCOI=801@0939320

World Economic Situation and Prospects 2014 + Updatl-2014, publication by DESA and
UNCTAD, http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/policy/wesgiave.shtml

5.5 Briefing on Sexual Violence in Armed Conflict

The presentation delivered by Msa Neice Collinsand Ms.Stephanie Schulzeon the
topic of Sexual Violence in Armed Conflict will gdown in our memories as one of the
most inspirational presentations we had the pleastifollowing closely during the UN
Study Tour. With every word they spoke and evergtge they made we could sense
how passionate they are about the purpose ofwwek. They both work at th&ffice of
the Special Representative of the Secretary-Gemer&exual Violence in Conflicthis
Office serves as the United Nations’ political adat® on conflict-related sexual
violence, and is the chair of the netwdsk Action against Sexual Violence in Conflict
It was established in 2009 by Security Council Rgfan 1888. The current Special
Representative of the Secretary-General on Sexigiéncte in Conflict is Ms. Zainab
Hawa Bangura of Sierra Leone.

Ms. Collins and Ms. Schulze started off by givirg ai brief description of the work of
the United Nations in this area, identifying coynligvel action as a priority including
efforts to build capacity and train advisers in @gembased violence programming and
coordination as well as broader support for joitt programming in selected areas and
countries. Furthermore, action to raise public @awass and generate heightened political
will to address sexual violence in conflict moréeefively was portrayed as a necessity.
Sexual Violence in Conflict is a uniquely destruetiact and method of war. It is an
outrage to all morality. Moreover, sexual violenge conflict often flows from
underlying inequalities. Further, a society thalidses in human rights for all human
beings and opportunities for all its citizens cankmmow about the way rape is used us a
weapon of war and then simply ignore it. We wolilke Ito kindly refer you to the
Office’s webpage for more details (http://www.umtsexualviolenceinconflict/).

In this context, Ms. La Neice Collins raised théeation of all of us with a very
intriguing sentence when she stated, citing Ms.gBaa, that'Just because there’s no
government, it doesn’'t mean there’s no governan&hé further elaborated on this
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emphasizing the importance of reaching out to tefgers and other individuals in
charge of governance processes in communities wthereconventional concept of
government is not established, and encouraging theassist in addressing the challenge
of sexual violence in armed conflict.

One of the vital steps towards progress on the#ndg, as expressed by Ms. Schulze,
was the official recognition of sexual violencearmed conflict as a war crime and as a
tool of war. In addition to that, both expressed tmportance of aligning the United
Nation's work with national efforts to address saxwiolence and to intensify
partnerships with NGOs and civil society organasi that have been actively working
to end sexual violence in conflict for many yeafke aim, as expressed by these two
impressive ladies, is to strengthen services pealitb survivors, including legal aid,
medical services and economic security. The UN amset up a system to continuously
advise local government officials on the criminalogeedings, how to efficiently
investigate these crimes and prosecute its petpesrim order to avoid impunity.

A range of interesting questions
were posed by us, including the
treatment of men who have been
victims of sexual violence during

armed conflict and the work that

is being done to raise public

awareness in relation to this
problem. Ms. Collins recognized

the existence of this problem and
stated that joint action is being

taken by different UN agencies

to address this challenge, and
underlined that Security Council

Resolution 1820 adopted in 2008
does not only lay its focus on women as victimssefual violence but also men and
boys, hence raising this issue to an institutignatognized level. The issue of the right
of adequate housing in relation to victims of séxialence during armed conflict was

also brought up and emphasized.

From the very beginning to the end, the presemtatio this topic had a clear message
throughout: we need more than words to end sexaknce in armed conflict! And this
was perfectly exemplified by the work of these twspirational women.

5.6 The Security Council Special Session on Sexdé4blence in Armed Conflict

After the engaging discussion on Sexual ViolenceConflict, Ms. Collins and Ms.
Schulze surprised us with a fantastic opportuniitye were invited to attend the open
debate on conflict-related sexual violence, whiduld be held by the Security Council
on April 25th. The open debate would be briefedHsySecretary-General Ban Ki-moon,
Special Representative on Sexual Violence in Cariffis. Zainab Hawa Bangura and by
all members of the Security Council. Since the teb@ok place a week after the NMUN
conference, unfortunately only few of us were dblparticipate at this event.
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The open debate primarily — - e e
focused on the issues raiset
in the Secretary-General's 13
March 2014 report on
conflict-related sexual
violence (S/2014/181), which
stressed several concerns
including sexual violence in
the context of contested
political processes; sexual
violence as a driving factor in
displacement; sexual violence
against men and boys; the
need for survivors to have
access to justice and
comprehensive health
services and for provisions related to conflicetetl sexual violence in ceasefire and
peace agreements. The 2014 report also providestrgespecific information, like
parties credibly suspected for committing sexualerice.

Even though we had visited the Security CouncilrGier during our Study Tour, it was

a completely different experience to see the rooith Whe representatives of all 15
Member States occupying their seats (a speciankhamu” for the drawing to Peter

Bruce!). From our seats on the visitors and presgian, we were very happy to

recognize many known faces: the Delegates fromeCkihom we had met during the
UN Study Tour; our friend Mr. Milo§ Nikati First Secretary of Montenegro’s

Permanent Mission, who entered the chamber to &ee@lon the speakers list and of
course Ms. La Neice Collins and Ms. Stephanie Sehuwho waved at us from behind
the seat of Ms. Bangura.

With a jolt of excitement from our side, the SeargtGeneral, Mr. Ban Ki-moon entered
the room and the debate was opened by the Presifién¢ Security Council, Ms. Joy
Ogwu of Nigeria. The Secretary-General then addreise Security Council, stating that
sexual violence is‘as destructive as any bomb or bulletind that it “inflicts
unimaginable suffering on victims, impedes peaad @ntributes to enduring poverty
and insecurity”.He referred to the latest report on the issueclvihias compiled by Mr.
Ban'’s Special Representative on Sexual Violencganflict, Ms. Bangura.

Ms. Bangura was the next to take over the debatey Wighlighted the current
unprecedented political will and momentum to eliatén sexual violence in conflict.
However, Ms. Bangura warned that perpetrators atébaing hold to account and that
sexual violence was still a largely “cost-free” md. She finished her intervention
directly addressing the perpetrator$heé spotlight is now turned on you, and we are
coming after you with all the ways and means atdisposal. There is no hiding place.
If you commit, or command, or condone such cringgrst humanity, humanity will
pursue you relentlessly, and eventually you wilhbkl to account.”

The debate was continued by Rhoda Misaka, a obdgiesy representative from South
Sudan who participated on behalf of the NG@riihg Group on Women, Peace and
Securityand who delivered an impressive statement reggrd@xual violence in her
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country. She focused on several points, like en@dimgunity of perpetrators, the need of
comprehensive services for surviving victims andnga’s meaningful participation in
peace negotiations. Ms. Misaka shocked the Sed@dtyncil by ending her speech with
the story of Saratwho was interviewed by our organization in Bentivhere her uncle
was killed in front of her, her mother was burnadd Sarah herself was raped. She also
told us of ten other women who were shot becausertfused to be raped.”

After these opening remarks and briefings, the @miles of every member of the
Security Council went on to deliver statements luis tssue. They were joined by over
60 representatives and authorities, like the Mémigr National Defense of Ecuador, in a
debate that lasted the whole day (we, howevertdhéshve the chamber earlier). Most of
the Delegates showed their concern regarding sexio@nce in armed conflict and

vaguely compromised to engage in the recommendatitriuded in the report by Ms.

Bangura.

Some statements caught our special attention thi&econtroversial speech delivered by
the Jordan Diplomat Prince Zeid Ra’ad Zeid Al-Huisskle said that it was pointless to
discuss accountability without a proper understagaif the extent to which courts were
functioning and stated that the Security Counciktraupport thénternational Criminal
Court in order to combat sexual violence. He further soeed whether the
Organization possessed credibility on the issuacesisome members refused to
undertake the actions necessary to ensure thaglgsming operations do not involve in
sexual exploitation and abuse. In his view, it Wgpocritical to condemn these crimes
while the General Assembly Sixth Committee (Legdil) not progress on the draft
Convention on Criminal Accountability of United Meus Officials and Experts on
Mission He even suggested that all UN officials shouldchan a DNA sample in case
paternity tests were needed to identify the autbbesviolation.

Being able to attend this special session at tloeirf8g Council was, without a doubt, a
once in a lifetime opportunity. We are extremelgrtkful to the team of Ms. Bangura,

especially Ms. Collins and Ms. Schulze, for takihgir time to speak to us and allowing
us to participate at this event. The open debatawdear example of how the work of
the United Nations can have an immediate effegbr@ssing international issues. At the
same time, it became evident to us how mere palitigll is not enough to solve a

problem if this momentum is not accompanied witmsamuent and concrete actions.
Citing Ms. BanguraWe need to transform resolutions into solutions.”

5.7 Briefing on Climate Change, Sustainable Developent and the UN System
“If it's not sustainable, it's not development.”

The third day of our UN Study Tour began with atuee by Ms.Jennifer Baumwoll
from UNDP’s Bureau of Development Policy.

Ms. Baumwoll's lecture was titled ,,Climate changastainable development and the UN
system“. She started with an overview of UN's higt@f scientific and political
processes to address the challenge of climate ehdrg scientific process under the
UN is driven by the Assessment Reports publishedhbyntergovernmental Panel on
Climate Chang€IPCC), while the political process is focused unithe UN Framework
Convention on Climate Chang@UNFCCC) holding the annual conferences and
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concluding agreements, including tkgoto Protocol

Ms. Baumwoll explained that the IPCC was foundedovember 1988 by UNEP and
theWorld Meteorological OrganizatioWWMO) to ensure that all state leaders worldwide
are informed about the current research on clintiignge. In the fifth and latest
Assessment Report (AR5), which was published 2@ 3fore than 2,000 authors
analyzed over 9,000 studies.

The results of AR5 were that global warming is eau®y human activities, with a
certainty of 95-100%, and global temperatures rigk between 1.5 to +4.5°C until year
2100. To limit global warming to remain under 2°@ wannot emit more than the
amount of carbon we usually emit within 2.5 yeditse report is also telling us that sea-
levels have risen more than 30cm since 1901, wisieghmuch faster rate than the mean
rate of the previous two millennia.

The future of IPCC is uncertain due to the hightgokng timeframe, and enormous
effort required for each assessment report. In stames, results are outdated by the time
they are published. A reform of IPCC is needed @amay come in the near future. Still
there is no better instrument than IPCC and iteessseent reports to summarize
worldwide data and research results regarding téinshange and inform governments
and people about it.

Regarding UNFCCC, Ms. Baumwoll gave us an
overview of the financial mechanisms which were set
up to support agreements made by Parties to the
Convention. TheGreen Climate FundGCF) was
established most recently (in 2010) to financeoacti
on climate change. While the GCF is not yet
operational, its Board has been established and
modali-ties agreed and will come into force in the
coming year. TheGlobal Environment Facility
administers théeast Developed Countries Fuadd
Special Climate Change Fundhich both provide financial support to help \edable
developing countries adapt to climate change. Ofineds and mechanisms have also
been established under the UNFCCC to address mitigaapacity building, technology
transfer and adaptation. UNDP is supporting coestin using this financial support
effectively and efficiently.

Ms. Baumwoll continued with the definition of Sustble Development from the
Brundtland Reporin 1987:,development that meets the needs of the presghbuti
compromising the ability of future generations teettheir own needsThe conclusion

is that you have to address climate change in dedachieve sustainable development in
a comprehensive manner. Examples for developmeepses, which already consider
elements of climate change, are thgenda 21from 1992, Rio+20 and th8ustainable
Development Goalsvhich are still being discussed for the post-204§ime. The UN
Secretary-General will be hosting a Climate SumimitSeptember 2014, which will
further discuss links between climate action anstasnable development, and help lead
to a meaningful global agreement in 2015 undetXNECCC.

About the work of UNDP, Ms. Baumwoll explained te that this UN Agency assists
countries to address climate change in the cordexevelopment. For example, this
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includes support the development of climate stiagegnd access to financing. One of
UNDP’s initiatives focused on least developed coast namegBoots on the Ground;'
concentrates on providing policy support to vulbéacountries to both ,Adapt” to the
impacts of climate change and ,Mitigate" processésch are harmful to the world’s
climate. Furthermore, UNDP supports the impleméoradf projects and sharing their
knowledge. To assist countries in these fields UNIDBperates with Ministries, donor
aid agencies, universities and the private sector.

Finally, Ms. Baumwoll had prepared further inforinat about UNDP-Projects in
Montenegro. Therefore, she mentioned projects tprore energy efficiency in
Montenegrin housing stock which has a saving paknf up to 63%. In Montenegro,
there are about 100,000 houses built illegally Whace not energy efficient. UNDP’s
programme helps the owners of these houses tor@itéegystems and infrastructure that
will make them more energy efficient. The savingfphthem to pay the loans, so they
can legalize their properties. Furthermore, UNDppsuts Montenegro in shifting energy
sources from coal and wood to gas and more effigiemewable sources. These goals
should be achieved by stimulating the local marf@t more expertise in energy
efficiency.

The Delegation of Montenegro was very happy abost Baumwoll’s lecture. The

content of her lecture was not just informative thie NMUN-Committees of UNEP and
GA2. Climate change and sustainable developmentogies affecting every one of us.
Thereby, we all could take something out of thesen¢ation for ourselves, beyond
NMUN. We enjoyed and appreciated Ms. Jennifer Baalfsvpresentation very much

and like to express our gratefulness to her.

5.8 Briefing on Human Trafficking

The Briefing of Ms.Evelien Borgman Associate Migration Officer at tHaternational
Organization for Migration(IOM), was structured into five main topics: theMCas an
institution against Human Trafficking, the causesd aconsequences of Human
Trafficking, the Identification of victims of Traffking, New Prevention measures and
the situation in Montenegro.
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The International Organization of Migration (IOM)

The International Organization for Migration wasufaled as theProvisional
Intergovernmental Committee for the Movement ofraits from Europein 1951. It
consists of 156 Member States and 10 ObserversStatee world’s population is 7
billion, while 1 billion of the population are mignts, 232 millions of them are
international migrants and 740 millions are inténmégrants. International and internal
migrants can be distinguished by the crossing aflérs. International migrants cross
borders and immigrate to other countries. Intemigkants do not cross borders but have
to leave their homes due to political or econora@sons. Urbanization and Feminization
have increased up to 50% and more. Especially nigctof Trafficking, Internally
Displaced Persons (IDP’s), Asylum Seekers and Refsiare regarded as vulnerable
migrants.

The UN Protocol of Human Trafficking to Prevent, Sumgzr@nd Punish Trafficking in
Persons, Especially Women and Childremdopted by the General Assembly in
November 2000 as one of two supplements tdXNeConvention Against Transnational
Organized CrimgResolution 55/25 of 15 November 2000) is the afficial document
which criminalizes the Act of Human Trafficking. dtefines Trafficking in Article 3
saying that “Trafficking in persons’ shall mearethecruitment, transportation, transfer,
harbouring or receipt of persons, by means ofhiheat or use of force or other forms of
coercion, of abduction, of fraud, of deceptiontteé abuse of power or of a position of
vulnerability or of the giving or receiving of paymts or benefits to achieve the consent
of a person having control over another person, tf@ purpose of exploitation.
Exploitation shall include, at a minimum, the exfation of the prostitution of others or
other forms of sexual exploitation, forced labourservices, slavery or practices similar
to slavery, servitude or the removal of organs.”

Article 3 c¢) of the Protocol points out the specifinportance of the guarantee of safety
for children. The second Protocol of United Natiathsals with the Smuggling of
Migrants by Land, Sea and Air which is defined asmkntary illegal entry of a person
into a state while trafficking is a crime and acfed illegal border crossing.

The causes and consequences of Human Trafficking

The main causes of Human Trafficking are povergmand for inexpensive labour, sex
services, human organs and restrictive immigrapiolicies. Global estimates of Human
Trafficking are 800,000 persons/per year
while 58% of victims assisted by IOM in
2012 were female. The total assisted
caseload saw an increase of 35% in male
victims. Organized crime networks are
believed to gain 32 billion dollars in
profits from trafficking and exploitation.
The countries with the highest number of
assisted trafficking victims are Ukraine,
Haiti and the USA.

causes and Consequences of Trafficking

Paverly
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Identification of Victims of Trafficking (VOT)

The Identification of Victims of Trafficking is irebendent from any national law. There
are 7 main key indicators: Age, Sex, NationalitpycDments, Contexts, Sigh of Abuse
and Last Location.

These 7 main key indicators should lead to iderlifgtims of Trafficking. The Age,
therefore, can be a first sign, especially childaea young age or young adults are more
likely to become VOTs. Regarding the sex, womennaostly vulnerable to be Victims
of Trafficking (58% female). The nationality canradtvays be the best indicator to prove
Human Trafficking, but it has been shown that efgllgcin the European area, most of
victims come from the Eastern Europe. A lack ofutnents can be a clear indicator for a
crime such like Trafficking. Most Victims of Traffking have to face forced prostitution
or human trade wherefore a medical treatment i®sssty to prove a point on that
indicator.

A further classification can be done by the thrbages: the Act, the Means and the
Purpose of Trafficking. These are the most imparpaints to identify Trafficking as a
crime.

New Prevention Measures

The International Organization for Migratiorworks on new Awareness Campaigns to
inform clients such alsuyresponsibly.orgOther websites are awareness raising websites
are slaveryfootprint.organd polarisproject.org which is a Database of number of
Victims of Trafficking. These are only some of thew measures to prevent cases of
Human Trafficking.

Situation in Montenegro

Montenegro is a source, transit and destinationMmmen, men and children, subjected
to sex trafficking and forced labour primarily froBerbia, Macedonia and Bosnia and
Herzegovina. Most of the children are Roma, coelmetheir family members into street
begging in Montenegro. Some Roma girls from Mongeoeare often forced into
domestic servitude, sold into servile marriageRd@ma communities in Switzerland and
Germany. In conclusion, especially stateless iwldigis, regarding persons without a
nationality or citizenship due to the discriminatiof especially Roma, are vulnerable to
trafficking in persons.

We would like to thank Ms. Borgman for her greatl anformative presentation about
the IOM, which not only was a great help for ounfevence, but also was a great
enrichment and has broadened our knowledge abwutapic. Furthermore, we would

like to thank her for the great discussion andaiaswering all our questions, which was
very inspirational for all of us.

5.9 Briefing on UNHCR

The second briefing on 11 April was on the topiefigees” and was held by Associate
Policy Advisor Ms.Noelia Diaz VasqueZrom theOffice of the UN High Commissioner
for RefugeegUNHCR). The session was very interactive and gasea fundamental
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understanding for the main areas of UNHCR'’s worlt ateps refugees go through. Ms.
Diaz Véasquez inspired with her deep insight andipas

UNHCR is mandated to protect and assist internatioefugees and other persons of
concern (such as IDPS, asylum-seekers and stateéexgsie) and to seek temporary
solutions and provide fundamental human rights. @RHvorks with governments in a

¥ “protective sensitive entrance mechanism” to help
them better fulfill responsibilities in respect to
individuals and human rights.

The persons of concern for UNHCR often live in
settlement camps but today the majority of the
world’s refugees live in urban areas. In 2013,
Afghans, Syrians and Somalis were the world’s
biggest refugee populations, according to
UNHCR'’s Global Trends Reporpublished 20
June 2014. UNHCR’s hands-on works is done
together with humanitarian and lifesaving assistasrganizations such as the Red Cross,
UNRWA and WFP.

According to thel951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugeesich is the key
legal document in defining who is a refugee, ageduis defined as: “a person who is
outside their home country because they have suff@ar feared) persecution on account
of race, religion, nationality, political opiniorgr because they are a member of a
persecuted social group or because they are fleeingr. Such a person may be called
an asylum seeker until recognized by the state evtery make a claim.”

Ms. Diaz Vasquez clarified that the element of ieamportant and a main key for the
definition and mentioned that gender related pesat is a current issue. She
emphasized that more than 10 million individualsrldwide have been recognized as
refugees, 20,7 million of them as IDPs. Ms. Diasi{#&ez explained that the procedures
for recognition of refugee status consist of inims with people of concern in order to
check their history, which is then compared to rdsdrom the country of origin, when
possible. However, a common challenge is to be #@blerove nationality, since they
often must flee without papers.

Asylum-seekeis someone who arrives in a new country seekirrgpfotection and
stating that he or she is a refugee - but whosenclas not yet been definitively
evaluated. Protection then translates into a stdfssDiaz Vasquez explained the need
for states to step up to this obligation.

Internally Displaced PersofIDP) is someone forced to flee his or her home viuo
remains within the borders of their country of desice. IDPs are often referred to as
refugees, although they do not fall under the eurdegal definition of a refugee.
Originally, in 1951, IDPs were not under UNHCR cabait today they fall under
UNHCR’s. However, a common challenge is reachingPdDwith humanitarian
assistance, a current example being Syria.

Statelessness Millions of people worldwide are stateless. Ibndestic laws in two
countries do not overlap, they can place an indizidin limbo, thereby causing
statelessness. Ms. Diaz Vasquez explained thataelggbanese father can transmit
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nationality, but a Lebanese mother cannot. If aabelse woman has a child with a
Palestinian man, the child becomes stateless.

Solutions

UNHCR also helps overcome challenges that a hasitop may face when receiving a
refugee by providing help and guidance for the edoces and supporting the host
country’s capacity for receiving refugees. The geflis dependent on the host country’s
justice system. Ms. Diaz Vasquez stressed the tampoe of finding temporary and
durable solutions for People of Concern and gave sisort prospect how UNHCR deals
with the different solutions. The three main salos are:

Returnees refugees returning to their country of originemhit has become safe, this can
often take more than after 10 years the conflicffigially closed

Local Integration- by integrating refugees in host-communities panaviding resident
permits, integrating into the local community cowlfer durable solutions and provide
the opportunity to start a new life. Local integwatis a complex and gradual process
that comprises distinct but related legal, econpmizial and cultural dimensions and
imposes considerable demands on both the indivahrithe receiving society.

Resettlement Resettlement to a third country gives a refuthee opportunity to start
fresh and the chance to enjoy legal and physicatleption, access to civil, political,
economic, social and cultural rights, as those yagoby national citizens. Few states
participate in th&Resettlement Programmand the number of resettled refugees is a drop
in the sea. However, resettlement makes a hugerelif€e for the individual.

Montenegro’s NMUN Delegation of 2014 is gratefulr flne opportunity of having
gained better insight and understanding of UNHCRandate and the important and
challenging work of providing protection for persoof concern worldwide, and would
like to extend a warm thank you to Ms. Diaz Vasqieez very insightful and inspiring
briefing.

5.10 Briefing at European Union Delegation to the hited Nations

On the 8th of April 2014, our United Nations Stuflyur started with the briefing at the
European Union (EU) Delegation to the United Natiom the EU’s contribution to the
Post-2015 Development Agenda and Sustainable Dmwelot Goals(SDG). Mr.
Philippe Latriche, Counsellor (Development, Macroeconomic, Tradejveg us
enlightening insights to the Delegation’s curreatkiand efforts.

As 2015 represents the deadline for achieving Mikennium Development Goals

(MDG), the international community is involved inlogal discussions on the
Development Agenda after this date. The ultimatiedalve is to set a globally-agreed,
ambitious framework that addresses poverty erdditand sustainable development,
and ensures a decent life for all by 2030. The MR&salready a good framework for
the world, but due to the fact that not all of théwawe been fulfilled, the EU is still

working on achieving all MDGs by 2015, for examiehe fields of poverty eradication

and strengthening health systems.
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Until September 2015, a complex process is immingffiecting all processes and every
area of the EU’s work. The Summit in September 20ill%e held to adopt ost-2015
Development Agendaeflecting new development challenges as welinggdementing
the Rio+20 OutcomgUN Conference on Sustainable Developmemt)erefore, the
Delegation of the EU is working towards a cohergmproach for a single overarching
Post-2015 Development Agendeovering the topics of poverty eradication (MDG-
related track), sustainable development (sustagndblelopment track) and the support
of climate objectives (climate change track) andgeéul societies, good governance,
rule of law objectives..

At present, there are several international praseksading to the Development Summit
in 2015: theOpen Working Groupfor the elaboration of SDGs, theN Expert
Committee on Sustainable Development Finanand the efforts related to the final
phase of the MDG process. The EU’s contributiowaddwide development aid covers
60% of the total amount, but this sum can nevesujéicient on its own. Therefore, the
European Union works on promoting a common and cehgmsive approach to
Financing for Developmenrteyond 2015. To achieve this goal, the role ofGifcial
Development AidODA) which is determined to be 0.7% of a Membeat&s gross
national income, remains crucial for the pooresintoes. But domestic, private as well
as innovative sources of financing have to be takea account. Developing and
enforcing private investments and partnerships stefe a first working goal. New
solutions concerning the question of what kind B¥aie partnerships may support the
implementation of the SDGs and how to increase diiamitment of private sector
investors have to be discussed in the ongoing psoaatil September 2015. The EU
remains committed to increasing its support to tigieg countries up to the 0.7% mark
by 2015, concentrating efforts on the most vulnierand where aid has the highest
impact. While showing fully transparent aid flonanother focus of the European
Delegation is to work on more concrete goals toemehand enhance more pragmatic
partnerships.

In line with the SDGs and financing of Sustainablevelopment goes the issue of
responsibility. At present, the SDGs are commongfm the international community
and a universal agenda calls for consideration edpaonsibilities concerning the
implementation of those goals. This links to ongodtiscussions on the principle called
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Common But Differentiated Responsibi[§BDR) that balances the need for all states to
take responsibility for global environmental probhke while recognizing the wide
differences in levels of economic development betwestates. Formalized in
international law at thé&nited Nations Conference on Environment and Deratnt
(UNCED) in 1992 in Rio de Janeiro, the principle@BDR only distinguishes among
developing and developed nations and only appleghe issue of environmental
degradation, not to all issues currently discugsegost 2015. Nowadays, the five major
emerging national economies of Brazil, Russia,dn@ihina and South Africa (BRICS)
must also bear more responsibility within the cahtef development cooperation and
financing, as these large and fast-growing econsrhve a significant influence on
regional and international affairs. In order to doct an effective outreach and to ensure
that the future Post-2015 Agenda reflects a visioared by all stakeholders, the issue of
differentiation has to be further discussed.

The next milestone within the complex process uh&l Summit 2015 will be the release
of the United Nations Secretary-General’s SynthRejsort by the end of 2014. This key
report, as it was described by Mr. Latriche, wil the basis and at the same time the
starting shot for formal intergovernmental negadias. In conclusion, there was one
aspect that Mr. Latriche pointed out and repeatediphasized during our briefing: the
cohesion of the EU Member States. By standing tegeand promoting a coherent
strategy, the EU will continue to promote a strgoasition within the process of
developing a Post-2015 Agenda for the internaticnaimunity.

Representing a unique and valuable part of ourguedion, we are very grateful to Mr.
Latriche giving us such an interesting briefingamrent activities within the Delegation
of the European Union to the United Nations, ad aglthe developing process of the
Post-2015 Development Agenda

5.11 Briefing at the Permanent Mission of Montenegy to the United Nations

Probably one of the most highly anticipated brigéin
during our UN Study Tour was the visit to Monterggr
Permanent Mission. We were lucky enough to have t
First Secretary, MrMiloS Nikoli ¢, taking time for us
regardless of his very busy agenda. Before ouvartd
New York, Mr. Nikoli¢c had kindly agreed to read ou
position papers and we were extremely happy anteq
proud to hear him say that he “was impressed” and
considered us to be “best prepared NMUN Delegadiohlontenegro so far” when we
entered the meeting room.

After a round of introductions, Mr. Nikdligave a brief introduction into Montenegro’s
current situation and the priorities of its foreigmolicy, followed by an exciting
discussion that lasted over one hour.

Mr. Nikoli¢ started his briefing stating that even though Maegro can be considered a
young nation after regaining independence in 20@bentering the United Nations, the
country is one of the oldest in the Balkan reghfith a population of less than 700.000
inhabitants, Montenegro is also a small countryictvldoes not limit its influence in the

United Nations. Quite the contrary is the casegesiMontenegro has had a very active
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role since entering the organization. Montenegmisrent foreign policy is based on
three pillars, which are:

I. the accession to the European Union and NATO,
Il. maintaining good neighborly relations in thgien and
IIl. promoting multilateralism.

Regarding the accession processes, Montenegr@ischto receive an invitation to join
NATO during their next summit, while it continues prepare for the reforms that go
along becoming a member of the European Union.eBpeact to maintaining good
neighborly relations, Montenegro can be considexg@tomoter of cooperation in the
region and today the country has no open issués veitghboring nations. Encouraging
multilateralism and a regional approach is cru@ial Montenegro, since it is easier to
attract investments in infrastructure or energyefigwyment on a regional level. This is
already being applied in the construction of in&ional highways and in the
development of a common police force for the region

Upon being asked if the implementation of thesedhpillars in Montenegro’s foreign
policy are not conflictive or somehow contradictdvr. Nikoli¢ claimed that they can be
easily combined but require the close cooperatieivéen partners. Only in few cases
have Montenegro’s priorities caused tensions inréiggon, for instance with Serbia, that
does not support the accession of its neighborgiries to NATO.

During our discussion with Mr. Nikdliit became apparent that Montenegro is highly
supportive of the position of the members of theopean Union and is making great
efforts to fulfill UN resolutions (for example reghng disarmament). Montenegro’s
support to the EU was particularly notorious wherscaissing the Post-2015
Development Agenda. Even though Montenegro recei@fticial Development
AssistancgODA) in the past, Mr. Nikob explained that this north-south cooperation
should be replaced by development assistance diyehe private sector, civil society,
academia and other forms of cooperation, like sgotith or triangular cooperation. In
addition, the nevBustainable Development Go&&DGs) should target the needs of both
developed and developing countries, sinceMiliennium Development Goal®1DGs)
mainly addressed problems that were faced in dpiredocountries, which might have
caused the decreased involvement and compromisdee¢loped countries. Since
Montenegro is member of ti@pen Working Group on SDGhe country will put all its
efforts in order for the agenda to become as toaingdtive and ambitious as possible.

Regarding théPost-2015 Development Agendaiman rights should not be placed as a
sole pillar, but rather be comprehensively includedevery SDG. According to Mr.
Nikoli¢, it is essential to include goals regarding agdtical development and food
security and to end the violence against womenlewhiltural differences or patriarchal
societies can no longer serve as excuses to awiblessing the issue. Besides,
Montenegro should continue to move towards a natktiric, multi-cultural and multi-
religious society which makes it unique from thstref the region and be a promoter of
tolerance and harmony — a dedication also cleaflgated in Montenegro’s membership
in theHuman Rights Council

A very recurrent topic was the situation of refuge@eMontenegro, which is an important
issue for the country. Over the last years, Morgeméhas accepted around 100.000
Kosovars, which has a great impact in a countrir &ipopulation of less than a million.
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Together with théWestern Balkan SixMontenegro is developing a joint plan to address
the issue, and to analyze how the internationalngonity could help the region in facing
the problem. Yet the refugee issue also demonstriatsv Montenegro perceives its
regional role in more general terms: to enhancst tamd cooperation in the region by
being a bridge-builder while also realizing theenebnnectedness of the world.

The briefing at the Permanent Mission was of giregbrtance to us, because we needed
to confirm the information we had gained after nmsnof preparation. The discussion
with Mr. Nikoli¢ was our missing piece in order to gain full ingighto Montenegro’s
foreign policy and to be able to truly represem tountry at NMUN. After thanking Mr.
Nikoli¢ and awarding him with a piece of the Berlin Wallhich he truly seemed to
like!), we left the room feeling a deep (mutualpegriation and respect.

6. Montenegro at the NMUN 2014 Conference
6.1 Montenegro at the General Assembly First Comntiee
represented by Michelle Ruiz and Prince Owusu 3ekye

Committee Short Overview

The General Assembly is the main deliberative orgathe United Nations. Its power
and symbolic representation is legitimated by tleendcratic participation of all the
Member States, which adopt resolutions under tireipal: “one country, one vote”. In
this sense the GA is unique on its kind; no othaicg-making international platform
unites so many countries under the condition ofizootal relationships. In order to
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formulate recommendations to the international comity or UN organs, the GA
divided into sixMain CommitteesAs foreseen in Article 11 of the Charter, thesf
Committee deals with issues of disarmamemd international security. Additionally,
examines emerging ndmaditional disarmament issues, such as prevemtingrms rac
in outer space, telecommunications in terms ofriratonal security, regional issues ¢
the role of gender in disarmameht order to achieve this, the Committee workslose
cooperation with théJnited Nations Disarmament Commissiand the Gene-based
Conference on Disarmament

Committee Report
The Topics proposed to be discussed at NMUN were:

I. Measures to Prevent iferists from Acquiring Weapons of Mass Destruc
Il. Relationship Between Disarmament and Develogmen
lll. Prevention of an Arms Race in Outer Space

The First Committee experience began for us mobdigre meeting thDelegates, but
especially in the last week and even on the flaid inthe hotel we concluded our l¢
strategy details before presenting our contribuiooposal to our diplomatic colleagu
As we had our first opportunity, therefore, we agmhed the Blegates, who assisted
therules of procedures lecture led by the Conferengeefvisors. Those contacts w
crucial for further negotiations; we finally putethtips for "tweminutes-talks" into
practice and built confidence bounds for the nayisdo come.

Trying to greet thédonorable Chairand
Dear Fellow [elegate in the most
diplomatic way as possible, that is -
reason why the roll call took so lor
Nevertheless, we wanted Monteneg
introduction to stick to ouDelegations '
and personal essence as possibllet's
stay bescheidenive said, and stood
together for confirming our present
Still without compromising our vot
since we were sure that even
Montenegro has a general agreen
with the international community ¢
disarmament issues (it has ratified ae
related UN treaties since its accessio
2006), in the last years the country |
gotten very cautious on its foreig
policy; every action is a determinant s
towards Montenegro's main goals:
accession tthe EU, NATO and region:
cooperation.

That was it: COOPERATION, so wi
jumped as the informal caucus stai
for having an insight of the agenda preferences otéd that we agreed with t
majority, but that there were still strong devigositions. Hence we tried to promote
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order, which could be broad enough for enablindisauss Topics No. 1 and 2 together.
This could only be the case if we'd have decidedRelationship between Development
and Disarmament” as first topic, and so it happenedvas already a very positive
opening, now we had to find our partners and wernelegl by Montenegro's foreign
affairs priorities for that purpose.

One of us went for “the global powers”, among whibk Permanent Five Members of
the Security Council (P5), NATO and EU leading oasi were. The other one, though,
went for the neighboring countries, mainly but hotited to the Western Balkans. Two
strong working groups were built. And we are praodassume that the chance to
position Montenegro as a negotiation leader retinda convincing exposition of our
disarmament proposal [as exemplified by the prejemft Demilitarization and Safe
Storage for the Republic of MontenegfdONDEM) and theCapacity Development
Programme for SALWconventional ammunition)] plus showing a hugeeiiest in the
improving recommendations of our committee comradésse were especially forth-
coming when redacting both working papers.

For instance, the proposal of thg
MONDEM program as a demilitarization
measure in respect to disarmament receiv
a very positive response among th
Sponsors of the working paper whicl
consisted of Montenegro, the Uniteg
Kingdom, United States of America,
Greece, China, Australia and Russia. Chi
subsequently offered to provide financia=
assistance for the implementation of oy
proposal (based on the MONDEM ¥
framework) in countries that would bd
willing to engage in it. Later in the coursg@™
of negotiations other proposals -"
disarmament emerged. This included th
Guns for Book Programmevhich intended
to invite countries to reduce their militar
expenditure and rather invest in educatio
Furthermore, our working paper had to bf™
merged as the P5 were pushing for :
deliberately vague resolution in order not to coonise their interests, while striving for
an ambitious agreement; measures to ensure prepeiation in the sales of arms,
reduce military expenditure and use the incomevddrifor sustainable development
purposes. After this, an additional clause wasctegk by countries like Mexico and
Greece as it sounded very commanding and too iriperdexico argued that it had
border issues and therefore was reliant on arnter Aflengthy debate with the sponsors
and signatories, Montenegro took the initiativeréphrase the clause by stating that it
“encourages every country to assess their securitgds in order to the level of arms
needed”. With this we considered to have respected thersamy of the respective
states.

The other working paper, however, expanded its taimn scope from the neighboring
countries (i.e., Bosnia and Herzegovina, CroatigeCe, Bulgaria) to the whole world.
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With this goal in mind, and trying to give every IBgation the chance to share their
comments and suggestions with us on a paper theg weon going to vote on,
Montenegro approached various Delegations thatdeadral roles as coordinators in
their regions in order to disseminate our contidyutinstead of fighting terrorism and
international crime by judging and punishing agemts sought to prevent violent acts,
and particularly, those involving arms by destrgythe remaining materials from past
conflicts. The existence of light and heavy weap@oses a huge danger for the
population’s security due to the risk of naturalasuophes or human manipulation, i.e.,

8 llicit trade. Thus disarmament is of
paramount importance, but not
every nation has enough financial
and technical resources to do so.
Relying on the demilitarization
experience in the Western Balkans,
therefore, we proposed the
“Program for the Coordination of
Regional Disarmament Initiatives”
as an attempt to enable international
cooperation by improving the
communication and implementation
between already specialized
agencies. After introducing our idea
we received many merging proposals, since the tep@mned to be similar. But when
deepening on the explanation of the monitoringraarfcing details, e.g., we realized that
merging was not a convenient move, even if reconteerby the Chair. Thus we kept
the original submitting countries (Montenegro, QGmaSwitzerland and Spain) not
because we would not value other ideas reflectedronnd fifteen additional working
papers, but because after carefully analyzing ezcthem, we concluded that our
proposal was clear and concrete on itself, andttieste features were not worth to put in
danger when forcing to be part of the result framsome cases, up to five working
papers merged. The Chair welcomed our argumentsteae we presented an improved
version of our future resolution, but for that tocar, there was a long, but pretty active,
and specially, fast negotiation process to come.

The atmosphere in the First Committee was encaugadihe Delegates ran through the
room, but tried to keep it organized at the sametiSo we compressed our initiatives in
bullet points and hung them on a wall to make thasible to all. Furthermore each
working group had an established place, we nevetiga for inviting other Delegates
to read and review our papers. Their suggestioms imemensely constructive; their will
to cooperate for the common-good outstanding, $moon the last day of the debate we
came with a working paper, which already enjoyedalr approval in the First
Committee.

Notwithstanding, we could not help but experienagech feelings of nervousness and
excitement; for the last four days we had beenemtsy our initiatives, attentively

learning from other ones, projecting them on a papel permanently informing about
its status either personally, through the messagéce or at the podium when holding
our speeches. Hope you can imagine the smiles plipsuand hearts when not only it,
but all the resolutions of the committee got addpig the body. It seemed like minutes
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have passed and the First Committee did not wastdp clapping; it was a common
achievement. The Committee Chair, however, also taganto recognize those
Delegations with an outstanding position papers erdormance. At that moment we
did stop clapping, neither of us expected Montemdgring mentioned and such a great
surprise became unforgettable. “You deserve ity thaid, but we prefer to “keep it
bescheiden” and emphasize the fact that it wasisiat was our team, the committee, the
experience as a whole; what everyone did andhstikes of it.

6.2 Montenegro at the General Assembly Second Comiteie
represented by Miezan Haile and Christina Heroven
Committee Short Overview

The General Assembly Second Committee (GA2) is smMmmmittee of the General
Assembly specializing on Economic and Financialiéssand is composed of all 193
Member States. GA2 deals with issues related tmaoa@ growth and development,
addressing macroeconomic policy questions (e.gereat debt sustainability) and
providing leadership in the creation of cohererd anllaborative strategies to achieve
global financial stability. The Second Committeesocaldiscusses the permanent
sovereignty of the Palestinian people in the Ocedifialestinian Territory and deals with
matters relating to Groups of Countries in spesialations, including for example the
Least Developed Countrigd DCs) andLandlocked Developing CountrighLDCSs).
Since Montenegro joined the United Nations in 2006as had an active role in the
Second Committee, participating in the introductafnseveral draft proposals. During
the 68" session, chaired by Mr. Abdou Salam Diallo frorn&gal, we can expect
Montenegro to be specially focused on sustainaleéeldpment and environmental
issues, and in reaching the financial stabilityhiea Balkan region.

Committee Report

Our negotiations seemed to begin even before MsrariWatson gave her Opening
Ceremony Speech on the first night of NMUN 2014rliEathe same day, we attended
the Rules of Procedure Training in a packed confereroom at the Sheraton Hotel,
where excited Delegates were gathering the lasepief advice for the participation at
the conference. But the conference had alreadiedtaright outside the hot conference
room, in the hotels’ lobbies, on the queue to tilet, in elevators or at the closest coffee
shop, Delegations were getting to know their peexshanging presentation cards and
discussing agenda settings. We witnessed a truedsivan of ‘NMUN preparedness’:
Delegations were wearing matching ties and skirastying around what seemed to be
libraries of UN documents, practicing speecheswptimg notes to the Dais and racing
to form alliances beforehand. Feeling a bit ovetwieel (and admittedly intimidated) at
the beginning, we quickly tried to keep up by loakfor the Delegations whose position
papers had seemed most interesting to us.

The discussions regarding the agenda setting ifisshduring our first session that night
and we were happy to see that most Member Statesetvao address agriculture
development and food security first. The agenda fimadly set at Il., Ill., 1., the topics
being:
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I. External Debt Sustainability and Development
II. Agriculture Development and Food Security
lll. International Strategy for Disaster Reduction

Topic Il, especially rural development and agriatét are critical for Montenegro, with
as much as 70% of the coursyrural population obtaining their income solelgrir
subsistence farming and nearly 38% of the countgoanting for agriculture land
resources. In line with Montenegro’s national gties, during the conference we wanted
to promote small-scale, family farming, the introtion of organic and sustainable
practices, the empowerment of women in the agricaltsector and measures to avoid
food price volatility; while always supporting thesition by the European Union.

“Are there any points of motion on the floor?” Tgeestion fired an immediate reaction,
almost all placards were raised within a seconderAfoting upon suspending the
meeting for informal caucus for either 40, 45 or fathutes, the committee quickly
separated in regional blocks. Having already settienda setting, discussions moved to
substantial proposals within the first topic. Evtrough we spent the first moments
among other members of the European cluster, we etshanged views with Latin

!

American and African countries'and we encounter@ihiy positive reactions to our
ideas. At the end of the first session, we had bre®n able to speak during formal
session, but had found several potential cooperatimtners for the following days.

During the next session, however, we were quitpriaed to see that most Delegations
had already formed groups and had started deveoporking papers overnight. Our
cooperation partners had partially included oumgléout we were still concerned that
Montenegro’s position might not be included in theting process. After this initial
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throwback we quickly recovered by actively coopegtvith the Delegations of Croatia,
Moldova, Somalia, Jordan, Kuwait and The Former o&lav Republic of Macedonia,
among others. In parallel, we developed a smalkingrpaper on organic farming with
member states of the Balkan region and remainegerating with the Members of the
European Union. After a couple of informal sessions main working paper started
getting shape and the Delegation of Moldova, whaktover the organization of our
team, gave it the catchy name'dOPE’, standing for ‘Higher Outcome for Productive
Environment’. We divided ourselves in subgroups alwhg with Croatia, Somalia and
Switzerland, developed concrete proposals to prensomall-scale family farming in
agricultural development. Some of the proposaltugted an international campaign to
encourage small farm holders to form associatioitisinvregions or the creation of an
international insurance plan for small farmers. @tempt to include clauses that
promote gender-sensitive policies or the empowetmain women was met by
disapproval by our co-sponsors from Jordan and
Kuwait, but after some negotiating, we managed
include some proposals written in a softer, led
compromising, language. We were also able |

Message to the Honorable Delegation of —

introduce a small, rather suggestive clause reggrd _
organic farming, which happily made it to the fina Ay pli ;
NONENEE RO

> Delegation of
) Th Republic of Moldova

draft.

By the end of the third session there were 19 wgyki|

papers being discussed on the floor. We had seve

negotiation talks with other groups to evaluate

potential merging of the papers, but most of the

turned out to be unsuccessful or very difficult t

accomplish. The last formal sessions were maingnsp

in promoting working papers and getting to know th

concrete proposals of other Delegations. We wele a

to deliver two speeches, in which we drew the &tian

on the importance of closing the gender gap incaditiral production and the impact of
capacity building for farmers in rural areas, basedVlontenegro’s experiences.

During this final phase, our working paper gainddtaf support, culminating in a quite
motivational speech given by the Delegation of Meia, stating: “Fellow Delegates, can
you feel it? HOPE is spreading!” Further Delegasiomade valuable contributions to the
paper, which often resulted in extended discussémtk last minute editing, leaving us
thankful for every extra minute the Dais would guse

By the end of our session, we were quite proude® gur HOPE draft become the
resolution with the highest approval of the Comedttincluding several clauses that
were proposed by Montenegro.

Below, we cite some clauses of the HOPE resolution.

Recognizing the importance of small family farming in order to deal with food
insecurity and agricultural development as described in the United Nations
Conference on Trade and Development titled ‘Trade and Environment Review 2014:
wake up before it is too late’,
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Further noting with concern the currently limited capability of women to access
credit, land, and agricultural technologies despite their responsibility for the majority
of the world’s total food production,

Recalling the world food program’s initiative accelerating progress toward the
economic empowerment of rural women, which aims to improve food security,
increase rural women’s incomes, and build rural institutions and leadership in
Ethiopia, Guatemala, Kyrgyzstan, Liberia, Nepal, Niger and Rwanda,

1. Proposes an international campaign to promote the benefits of the Small Farm
Holders Association (SFHA) and encourage small farmers to start their own
associations in order to:

a. teach the advantages associated with cooperation between farm holders by:

i. showing how increased small holder assets boost guarantees for creditors
resulting in lower interest rates and further incentives towards investment in
agriculture;

ii. making the transition from the informal to formal economy, which can
boost credibility, expand markets, and deliver greater wealth; and

iii. recognizing that increased investor confidence will help further
investment in small farm holders associations;

b. make use of workshops that deliver the benefits of SFHA, the mechanisms to
invest in new technologies and techniques, and the manners to increase the
benefits of farming;

15. Calls on all member states in cooperation with the UN inter-agency network on
rural women to diminish discrimination and empower women by developing gender
sensitive policies that facilitate the access to:

a. resources in agriculture and arable land respecting the voluntary guidelines on
responsible governance of tenure of land, fisheries and forests in the context of
national food security;

b. microcredits as a tool of development to empower women, which are
dependent on agricultural activities, by providing financial resources to start their
own businesses, funded by national banks and local financial institutions, in
order to diversify revenue sources and increase agricultural market capacity
locally, regionally, and internationally;

c. local markets and entrepreneurial activities;

d. technology, especially communication, educational and training programs on
agriculture techniques and best practices, with the aim of improving rural
women’s skills, productivity and employment opportunities;

20. Encourages the use of organic fertilizers that come from a sustainable source,
such as compostable materials instead of fertilizers that can possibly degrade the soil
structure and environment;

21. Suggests the implementation of efficient crop rotation and avoiding
monocropping to:

a. maximize the utilization of arable land, replenish soil fertility, and promote
seasonal crop yields; and

57
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b. provide seed packaged that will diversify crops used in the crop rotation,
supported by the agricultural ministries of member states;

22. Emphasizes the importance of family farming as an important element in
bolstering the accessibility and availability of food throughout the community by:

a. planting a variety of crops and incorporating livestock that will fulfill the basic
dietary needs of all the members of the family and reinforcing the ecosystem
within the farm; and

b. assuring the food demand of families is fully met by deploying pragmatic but
effective technology, particularly based on the spread of local knowledge and
south to south cooperation; [...]

6.3 Montenegro at the General Assembly Third Commite
represented by Nina Hake and Petrit Elshani

Committee Short Overview

The General Assembly Third Committee (GA 3rd) ig ofi the six Main Committees of

the General Assembly. It provides a forum for &lthee 193 member states of the United
Nations to participate in multilateral discussion social, humanitarian and cultural

issues. The Third Committee acts according to thmmoal of the United Nations: The

insurance of international peace and securityhénGA 3rd, special focus is dedicated to
global education as well as ensuring, promoting ativhncing human rights. It has the
competence to draft so-called “country-specifiohesons on human rights situations”.

In this regard, the Third Committee offers the megiresentative assembly for dealing
with the aforementioned subjects and thus certaiohstitutes an integral role within the
UN system.

Committee Report

At the first Committee Session, on Sunday, 13th
April, we settled the Agenda setting to the tof8es
1-2. The first topic we would deal with was
Intensification of Efforts to Eliminate All Formd o
Violence against women (Topic No. 3). Violence
against women is a grave violation of human rights
subject to international law. It is a global chade
taken on by the UN, given its increasing and sa&riou
impacts on the economic and social life of billions
of people, women and men alike. Intensifying
efforts to eliminate all forms of violence against
women is the responsibility of governments, civil
society and all other stakeholders alike. Thathy w

it is highly important that the UN and the
international community extend all assistance to
countries and regions where cases of violence sgaiomen are reported.

Throughout the whole week we only dealt with thstftopic. For the two other topics
Migration and Human Rights (Topic No. 1) and Crifeevention and Criminal Justice
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Systems and their Development in a Changing Wdrighic No. 2) we unfortunately did
not have enough time.

Most of the work in our Committee was done in thi@imal caucus. We were adamant
on following the European policies and guidelinaseiach topic. We wanted to put
forward the following proposals, as we considefegsé to be of vital importance to the
general betterment of the position of women arothel world: the empowerment of

women through guaranteed education (primary andnskery school) and work access
(labour markets) for women; training of police dmarder control; change of mentality

regarding the cultural and religious backgrouncehgaging in talks with village elders,

doctors, teachers, activists and journalists; betteess to legal justice for victims and
advanced medical and psychological aid in all coest

Then we decided to work with the European Blockijnig into account our country’s
profile, characteristics and foreign policy prig@#. We also became Sponsors for their
Working Paper. It was divided into four main areBsevention, Legal Aid, Treatment
and Recovery. Prevention should be guaranteeddhoui the empowerment of women
achieved through equal access to education and. wedal Aid basically focused on a
Training Program to ensure the training of bordentml, legal and police officials.
Special crimes like Sex Trafficking, Sexual Harassmin work place and Domestic
Violence would find special attention at this poifithe Treatment Part worked on
elaborating an anonymous hotline for victims of(sd) violence and a Safe House for
Victims where they can find a community, legal, gisylogical, medical and financial
aid. Recovery concentrated on creating a NGO emgwork chances and possibilities.

During the elaboration of our Working Paper, theeze 21 other Working Papers. So as
the Chair recommended us to merge certain WorkaygePs with each other, we merged
our Working Paper with another from Portugal, Namiénd some other countries, as it
was similar to ours. At the last day, 13 Workingp®a were up for voting, although
some were substantially amended. In the end oupl&ém, just like the other 12
Resolutions passed with a clear majority.
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To summarize our experiences at the Conferenceyawtd have to admit that the work
is really challenging due to the length of the epefice and number of Delegations in
our Committee but it was really worth all the woblecause we passed an innovative and
productive Resolution as a main sponsor togethir the European countries which was
our plan from the beginning. It marked an amazixgegience, from an academic as well
as an inter-personal perspective, as we engagethmiry fruitful discussions and debates
with students from across the globe who were, asstus, eager to take on world
challenges with renewed energy and firmer attention

6.4 Montenegro at the General Assembly Fourth Comrttee
represented by Burcu Okur and Junis Sahib

Committee Short Overview

The General Assembly Fourth Committee is a parthef UN General Assembly and
therefore adopts its main characteristics. Being @iithe six principle organs laid down
in the UN Charter, the General Assembly is creditéh assuming the role as the main
deliberate, policymaking and representative orgahe UN. The wide-ranging mandate
of “special political” issues allows discussing i@dxd diversity of topics. The Security
Council often refers discussions to the Fourth Cdtesmy when help of the whole
international community is required on a certasueas The Fourth Committee’s functions
and powers resemble to those of the General Assgeanlol are out-lined within Articles
10-22 of the UN Charter. The body is tasked withitiating studies and making
recommendations to promote international cooparaitiothe political field” (Art. 13).
The Committee has to send recommendations to tmer&leAssembly Plenary which
will be considered within the votes on adoptingotasons. Nevertheless, resolutions
adopted by the General Assembly are non-bindingniarnational law (except for
budgetary matters), but have always affected ttegriational community.

The Fourth Committee of the General Assembly isoang Committee only existing
since 1993 in the form we know today. Resolutiof283 of 17 August 1993 merged the
Special Political Committeawith the General Assembly’s Fourth Committee. The
intended purpose of that resolution was to reli@ve revitalize the General Assembly’s
work in general. The last waves of decolonizatitso ded to the mentioned merge as
decolonization was no longer a high priority subjec

Committee Report

Even though the Opening Ceremony was scheduledeteh® starting shot for the
National Model United Nations 2014 Conference,Dieéegates of the General Assembly
Fourth Committee (GA 4th) started the informal asibours before the first committee
session took place. In order to receive a firstrgmpion of agenda setting preferences,
we used the opportunity before and after the ralegrocedure training which was
perfectly suited for meeting our respective comemits other Delegations. The following
agenda items were meant to be discussed durinQdhference:

I. Civilian Capacity in the Aftermath of Conflict
Il. Strengthening the United Nations Relief and Wéor\gency for Palestine
Refugees in the Near East
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lll. Strengthening the United Nations Police

Our approach on the agenda setting was kind of uenijp comparison to other
Delegations, as we believed that the Civilian Cépan the Aftermath of Conflict and
Strengthening the United Nations Relief and Workercy for Palestine Refugees in the
Near East were both crucial issues for the inténat community. On the one hand, we
had a topic dealing with the impacts of an ongaiagflict which does not only affect a
certain region, but the community of states as aleviConsequently, the UNRWA topic
was of utmost urgency and global significance. @ dther hand, th€ivCap Initiative
reflected our common responsibility to activelyhetates to re-cover from conflicts and
their impacts. By finding solutions to improve amaden this initiative, Member States
would support an anticipatory approach in ordeloudd civilian resilience within future
conflicts. Happily, we were able to be amongstfitet 10 Member States to be put on
the speakers list during the first committee sessidis was our opportunity to share our
agenda preference and with outlining the importafdeoth topics, we were able to win
the favor of the majority of Delegations during tiegotiations.

In  general, most Delegates
demonstrated a strong preference
for prioritizing Civilian Capacity
in the Aftermath of Conflict, but a
smaller contingent wished firstly
to address the issue of
Strengthening  United  Nations
Police. Following a lively debate
in both formal and informal
sessions, the committee decided to
set the agenda in the order 1, 2, 3
as stipulated by the first motion on
the floor. The issue of civilian
capacity proved to be of such
significance that it motivated all
Delegates to strive towards a common goal, regssdief any divisive political
relationships between Member States.

When the committee reconvened on Monday afternddelegates separated into
numerous working groups as we began to tackle antdg issues. Thematic areas of
concern included the incorporation of a genderpeative, ensuring the availability of

funding for civilian capacity initiatives, rebuildj infrastructure in post-conflict states,
and regional approaches to peace building. Dufiig frocess, our Delegation mostly
worked together with different European Delegatiansorder to form a common

European Strategy. As of Monday evening, Delegai@d submitted eight working

papers to the Dais for review, two of them beingrgmred by Montenegro amongst
others.

We were able to sponsor specifically two paperstdube accentuation of our proposals
in the fields of demilitarization, the sovereigmy nations and regional cooperation
initiatives. The resolution that dealt with dendltization was completed by our
amendment that referred to tM®ntenegrin Demilitarization Policgs a role model for

the region and the world: , [...] further implemeritett of disarmament programs with
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proven success in the Western Balkan countries,h sas the Montenegro
Demiilitarization Programméreferred to as MONDEM), which has already reactied
final phase of the destruction of remaining weagdnrMontenegro...“. We were also
able to highlight initiatives administered by reggb blocs that will prevent relapse into
conflict and create self-sustaining peace as isridfiet of every sovereign nation, in
addition to being recognized as the most imporéapect of a post-conflict period in the
resolution about sovereignty of Nations. We alsald¢mot let theMigration, Asylum,
Refugees Regional InitiativiéARRI) in the Western Balkans be unmentionedha t
same resolution.

On Tuesday morning, our committee had a total ofv@gking papers submitted to the
Dais. Aware of the overlap between the papers,dadds began to seek out opportunities
for collaborating with other working groups and mieg existing papers together.
Merging approaches were especially important ferEaropean Member States, as they
seemed to be totally split into a variety of workigroups with similar focus areas. In the
end, several speeches and negotiations duringnfberial caucuses helped to create a
strong block and to share the idea of Europeadasty.

After fruitful negotiations over the course of Tdag afternoon and following inspiring
speeches from other Member States, the committeealyke to reduce the volume of
working papers to 18. Through cooperation and engpirit of diplomacy, we helped to
submit targeted, issue-specific papers on a widgaa®f sub-topics, allowing us to cover
many aspects of civilian capacity in the aftermaftttonflict. The submitted 18 papers
dealt with the aspects of communication technokgikeWorld Health Organization
and other medical NGO’s considering aspects oftthemre and mental health, the
reconstruction of infrastructure, micro-financingjects, the promotion of education and
training in the field of agriculture, gender persfpees, woman participation, the in-
crease of UN-Women initiatives, the diminishment of gender disparityhe
implementation of peacekeeping operations on diffenational levels, peace building
and the security sector. Some highly creative Dmtkeyproduced papers with unique
proposals for action, including the use of saebissets and imagery, the enhancement of
healthcare to provide targeted services to memkih patients with stress disorders, and
steps to take so as to reduce the effects of twriste on health and the dangers that
conventional weapons pose to civilians. These poinere very important to
Montenegro, so among other resolutions we sponsbred

When we returned to session on Wednesday morniadsnew we still had a lot of work
in front of us. It was our aim to reach out to aany Delegations as possible to review
their working papers and maybe to add amendmermtgaimts of priority. There were
seven approved draft resolutions and throughoutstssion, the Dais approved the
remaining working papers as draft resolutions. Wentalternated between formal and
informal debate and circulated around the commited promoted our innovative
approaches to bridging gaps in civilian capacitgtates emerging from conflict. These
gaps were again mostly linked to the issue of wosr@powerment and gender equality,
as well as the balance between regional cooperatidrthe question of national owner-
ship. By the beginning of the last session, alliBking papers were approved as draft
resolutions and distributed to the committee.

Delegates took advantage of the final suspensmnsview and amend draft resolutions.
Before moving into voting procedure, we indeed watde to submit a friendly
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amendment to a resolution about toxic waste andhida¢ weapons, adding a point of
regional cooperation in the Balkan region concegnthis matter. The amendment
eventually was presented to the committee by theirCand also highlighted the special
efforts Montenegro was taking in this matter bsbahroughout the conference. To end
its annual meeting, the committee subsequentlyeplasach of the 18 draft resolutions by
a significant majority, demonstrating the consente Delegates had achieved with
each other regarding the issues at hand over tirseof the week.

But still our work was not done at that point. V¢hgreparing for NMUN in Berlin, one
of our most interesting, complex and time-consumiagks was the writing of our
Position Paper, summing up our positions concerrtimg topics presented in the
committee. As we put a lot of effort in it, we wexager for recognition for our work. At
the end of the conference, the best Position Papers rewarded apOutstanding
Position Paper‘ Award. We eventually felt very proud and honoredewhwve were
awarded in front of the committee, knowing thatrgtiing was worth the hard work and
knowing that we did our best to present Montenegro.

6.5 Montenegro at the United Nations Environment Psgramme
represented by Carly Evaeus and Sebastian Kugel

Committee Short Overview

UNEP, theUnited Nations Environment Programmis “the voice” for environment
within the UN and the Secretariat is located inrblai, Kenya. In theJN Conference on
Human Environmenheld in Stockholm in 1972, the General Assemblyonemended
the founding of the UNEP. In December the same, ythar GA officially adopted this
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resolution and UNEP was founded. Originally, UNE&J 68 members. Since 2012,
UNEP has a universal membership, which entailsalidiN-Member States are invited
to be part of UNEP. Currently the ‘five-member baureof theCommittee of Permanent
Representativesonsists of Korea, Belgium, Romania, Uganda andeCfihe roles of
the bureau members rotate every two years ancalected after six years.

The main tasks of UNEP are to promote internatiocabperation regarding
environmental issues as well as monitor and hightlicurrent issues and problems.
UNEP recommends international policies, promoteterirational co-operation and
capacity-building, contributes with expert scieistinowledge and manages processes in
transferring knowledge about environment issuealsd develops international laws to
insure implementation of agreements e.g.Kjzeto Protocol UNEP contains of six main
sub-programs: Climate Change, Disaster and Cosffli@cosystem Management,
Environmental Governance, Harmful Substances ansbiRee Efficiency. In 1992,
Agenda 2brought the concept of “Sustainable Developmanit3 focus within UNEP.

Having previously focused only on environment, UNE®v has a more broad focus,
including sustainable development and thereby brqngocial and economic well-being
into their program. The outcome is that UNEP iscadfly the UN body for global
environmental authority.

Committee Report
The three topics in focus at NMUN 2014 were:

I. Transformation to a Green Economy: Challenges Toransportation
Worldwide

Il. Management of Harmful Substances and Hazardléaste

II. Facilitating South-South Cooperation for Eroimental Capacity Building

These topics are all of great importance to MorgemeBecause of problems with water
pollutions and management, the issue of water usaga main priority for the
Montenegrin development. The need of renewableggnesurces and increased energy
efficiency is not yet so developed, but Montenegrnergy report to 2030 puts it high
up on the agenda and international companies Bagw/n interest to invest in such
projects. Because of the metal industry in Montemeglso management of hazardous
waste, e.g. in aluminum production, is a cruciabaof focus for Montenegro.

At NMUN 2014, in the UNEP
committee, Montenegro considerec
it a main priority to set the agenda tc
the order; 1, 2, 3, so as to shed ligh
on the urgent need of
sustainable transport

worldwide, necessary in order ta
reach a more sustainable globe

of the Constitution, Montenegro is a
“democratic, social and ecologica
state.” Pursuing a balanced approach towards the threendiores of sustainable
development, addressing environmental, economicsantl sustainability was of main
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importance to Montenegro. Therefore, during thendgesetting, Montenegro voted for a
1, 2, 3 order and much to Montenegro’s delight,aheome of the voting procedure met
our wishes; “Transformation to a Green Economy: ll@hges for Transportation
Worldwide” was now on the agenda.

During the first informal consultations, the Monegnin Delegation separated with
purpose of having a strategic approach and betalgaickly meet and discuss the topic
with as many countries as possible, in order tm gaither insight in where the other
countries stood regarding the topic. Because Magpenaligns itself with the EU, we

ensured to have a constant relation to the regiom fthe start. The other Delegate
interacted with developing countries from Asia, BoAmerica and Africa, in order to

gain insight in the ongoing discussions among tices@atries as well.

The European block was mainly driven by the Delegdtom Sweden and Switzerland,
who helped coordinate the different areas and agaDelegates into working groups,
focusing on various topics within green transpblontenegro played an active role here
and headed a working group, which came to focugmening the public transport

sector. In this working group Montenegro had theaplre to work closely with Italy,

Germany, Estonia, United Kingdom, Austria, Swedem &witzerland. Later, also

countries such as Monaco, Turkey, United StateAroérica and Republic of Korea

showed interest in supporting our work and sportstite working paper titled “D”.

During this time, the other Delegate from Montemeegan to work with Croatia and
Romania on working paper J. Working paper J waserfmrused on strategies for carbon
caps and trade, as well as regulations within thatian sector. When starting with
working paper J, the basic idea of the Croatiarm&tan and Montenegrin Delegate
was to establish an emission certificate tradirgjesy for aviation to encourage airlines
to modernize their fleets and to save fuel with neshniques. The whole profit from
selling the certificates should go into researchatiarnative jet-fuels and eco-friendly
aviation techniques. These steps should accelgratieansformation process to a greener
aviation.
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When the basic ideas were written down and fillpdnith details, the Delegates began
to convince other Delegations of their working papad to include their ideas. The
Netherlands and the United States of America becstmeag supporters and were added
to the sponsors list. Many other aspects of gremrsportation systems were added to the
working paper, which convinced a big group of coi@st to become signatories to
working paper J, especially from the European hlock

After many revisions and edits, and after havingeheed feedback from the Dais
multiple times, the working groups working on waripaper J and D were encouraged
to merge the papers. Because Montenegro fully stggboboth papers, as active
contributors to both, Montenegro supported thigyestjon and was an active contributor
to the work necessary in order to complete the mestpich resulted in Working Paper J.

Below is an example of one of the resolutions emitby Montenegro and the European
block, with support from other countries:

Endorses Member States who have national airlines to set up “Clean Trips”, a plane
flight fueled by clean fuel as well as setting up a general program in Clean Trips where
flyers can voluntarily donate a sum of their choosing in dollars per carbon dioxide
emitted in order to off-set its impact by:

National owned airlines make use of clean fuel for a percentage of flights,

On those flights, there is an option to donate money to offset
environmental impact,

Member States can use money collected to fund environmental programs,

The airlines track and provide the statistics on the amount of carbon dioxide
being emitted

Before the voting procedure, Montenegro had theodppity to hold a speech for the
entire committee. At this point, the focus was dse awareness of our main points in
Draft Resolution J, thereby aiming to gain intewesd support from fellow delegations.

“Honorable Chair, Fellow delegates,

As the 2" newest member state of the UN, Montenegro is proud to be an active
member of UNEP and the international community.

As an aspiring EU Member, Montenegro fully aligns itself with the European Union
in our task ahead; to tackle the global climate change, ensure environmental
stability. Therefore, we have been working closely with EU states such as Italy,
Germany and United Kingdom, and other aspiring EU members, and Switzerland
while drafting two working papers. With these two working papers we are drawing
focus to six main areas, and invite you to support our working papers. The focus
areas are;

1. Increase the use of renewable energy sources
2. Include private sector, increase their responsibility
3. Involve South South Cooperation in this transformation

4. Reduce emissions by further regulations, mainly for commercial, private and
public flights
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5. Increase capacity building also through education and awareness raising
6. Redevelop UNEP’s function and structure to an Agency

We very much appreciate working with you on these challenges ahead of us, as an
unified international community. THANK YOU.”

Speech held by Carly Evaeus Tuesday April 15" 2014

Montenegro, together with above mentioned coungie$ many other signatories, was
very pleased when our Draft Resolution was votedvith a result of 88 votes for and

only 10 against (36 abstaining), thereby passingtaing renamed tONEP/RES/1/9

Montenegro was also supportive of two other workiagers by being signatory of the
Draft Resolutions, “Sharing is Greening”, which whasically about establishing a
knowledge-transfer platform for green technologes] “Biofuels”. Also these passed
the voting procedure.

The NMUN 2014 UNEP experience was enriching andcating, and taught the
Delegates from Montenegro just how difficult diplatic decision-making can be. We
are thankful for this experience and wish the bésick to future Model UN:ers!

6.6 Montenegro at the United Nations High Commissiwer for Refugees Committee
represented by Rosa Galvez and Stephanie Kutschmann

Committee Short Overview

The United Nations High Commissioner for RefuggeBNHCR) works under the
authority of the General Assembly (GA) and the Hxoit and Social Council
(ECOSOC). The ECOSOC created the Executive Comen{exCom) that works as a
subsidiary organ of the GA. The subsidiary orgaEx@om is the Standing Committee.
UNHCR is led by the High Commissioner (head of trganization), Deputy High
Commissioner and Assistant High Commissioner fotétion and Operations. UNHCR
finances itself through donations mostly from MemBeéates. About 86% of its budget
comes from member states, 6% from inter-governrherganizations, 6% from the
private sector and 2% limited subsidies from the. UNe top five donors in 2012 were
the United States, Japan, the European CommisSieaden and the Netherlands. The
funds that are allocated are used to provide besicls, security, protection and durable
solutions for refugees.

The Executive Committee currently consists of 8iiners. Most of UNHCR’s work is
managed outside of the ExCom and Standing Commiittéts regional offices, branch
offices, sub-offices, and field offices. OriginallyNHCR was founded in 1950 in the
aftermath of the Second World War to handle theigeé crisis in Europe. Today,
UNHCR is able to work alongside other partners amgjotiate with countries to
cooperate in protecting and giving assistance togezs around the world. The main
tasks of UNHCR are the protection and assistandeglveplacement, guarantee of safe
return to home land and support upon reintegratiddHCR is currently providing
services to over 35 million people and assumesorespility for assisting an average of
2,000 new refugees every day.
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Committee Report

After the inauguration ceremony of the conferemee had the opportunity to meet other
Member States, potential regional and strategidnpes from our committee. We

immediately started to work alongside other Delegatuch as Portugal, Italy, Chile and
others. During the first day of committee sessioms, discussed a variety of topics
during informal caucus including agenda setting.e Técommittee voted upon the

following order:

I. Advancing Emergency Response for Displaced Rajmuis Affected by
Conflict and Natural Disaster

II. Improving Public Health Systems for Refugeesl &ther Forcibly Displaced
Persons

Ill. Providing Humanitarian Assistance to Refugefsm and Internally
Displaced Per-sons in Somalia

On the first day, we focused on finding partnem thare the same ideas and goals for
the topics before the committee. Unexpectedly, regional neighbors did not pursue

similar strategies like us. While we were
advocating programs that are mainly aimed
the inclusion of refugees and IDPs in th
society, the other European countries focus
more on specific policies (mostly women'’s
rights, health or security related). Thereforg
we had to adjust and branch out to ne
partners to stay true to Montenegro’
policies.

Within the course of the second day, w
worked hard to contribute to a number @
working papers. Our main partner wer
Chile, Portugal, Moldova, South Africa an
the United States with regard to the practicd

displacement, the importance of IDPs
improving preparation and management (
risks prior to a natural disaster, strengtheni
coordination between NGOs and [GOs
addressing issues of sexual and gender ba
violence, funding and implementation and
more efficient use of current data.

During the conference, we had the opportunity eagpwice before the committee. Each
time trying to illustrate the strengths of our pimsi and working papers. Here is an
excerpt of Stephanie’s first speech before the citieen outlining Montenegro’s
position:

Honorable Chair, fellow Delegates,

Montenegro would like to first and foremost express it appreciation for the work of
this body in the aftermath of the conflict in Kosovo. Being a primary recipient of
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refugees following the break-up of Yugoslavia, we are willing to support
international agreements to advance emergency response.

We would like to emphasize the urgent need for stronger regional coordination
and cooperation following conflict or disaster. Past conflicts and disasters have
shown that more directed help is needed to guarantee all refugees and IDPs peace
and security as guaranteed under the Charter of the United Nations. We are
looking forward to discussing a framework that re-lies on individual responsibility
of the state and cooperation with partners such as the private sector, NGOs and
other United Nations organizations that will not only relief the situation
momentarily, but strives to sustainable long-term solutions.

As far as funding is concerned, Montenegro proposes that each state participates
in their national capacity, either monetary or by allocating resources to respond to
the needs of refugees and IDPs following conflict or natural disasters.’

On the third day of committee
sessions, 12 working papers were
submitted to the committee chair
of which 10 were adapted into
draft resolutions. Among the most
notable draft resolutions was the
so called GRIP initiative standing
for Granting Rights to IDPsWe
shaped this initiative in
coordination with Moldova and
Guinea while focusing on the need
of a definition of IDP status to
guarantee the same access to help
as it is already instituted for
refugees.

In addition, Montenegro sponsored 4 draft resohgi@and signed 3 more. Our main
focus on the improvement of advancing emergengyorese through the advancement of
health ser-vices, education and housing were passecsolution 10. In total, 8
resolutions were passed by UNHCR addressing sekesalissues that refugees face
today as mentioned above.

In conclusion, the conference was a great learaiperience for us. We would like to
thank the participants of UNHCR for their hard wakd wish them the best for the
future. We will never forget what we have learnedNew York.

6.7 Montenegro at the Human Rights Council
represented by Enhui Shen and Petya Hristova

Committee Short Overview

The Human Rights Counci(HRC) based in Geneva consists of 47 Member States
elected for a once renewable term of three yearns. dapart from human rights treaty
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monitoring bodies, one of the main human rights megsms of the United Nations and
a subsidiary body of the General Assembly. The airthe HRC is to strengthen the
promotion and protection of the universal humamtsgconcept, to prevent the violation
of human rights, as well as to improve the intéometi human rights standards.
Cooperating with independent experts in the fietthamces the capacity of HRC to
address human rights concerns and reaffirm to casenany aspects of human rights as
possible. The&Commission on Human Right€HR), established in 1946, was replaced
by the HRC established by the UN General Assemhbly15 March 2006 (Resolution
60/251). The reform aimed at creating a more dffecaind neutral human rights body
that would undertake the role of the CHR. Montenegras among the 18 countries
elected to serve on the Council on November 126i22and advocates for the
institutional strengthening of the HRC.

Committee Report

The topics of paramount importance considered talibeussed by the Human Rights
Council were:

I. Human Rights in the Post-2015 Development Fraonkw
Il. Extrajudicial, Summary and Arbitrary Executigred
lll. The Right to Adequate Housing and Protectimmf Forcible Evictions.

During the months of preparation in Berlin we watken a consistent strategy for the
three committee topics according to the Montenegrternal affairs preferences and
external orientation towards membership in NATO ahé EU as well as good
neighborly relationships. Montenegro’s 2013-201dsfitency of th&oma Decadeplays
thereby a very important role as a sign of enhanm@umitment to improving the
situation of the minorities in the country, espégiaf the Roma, Ashkali and Egyptian
(RAE). Along with the adoption and implementatioh hmman rights legislation, the
incorporation of the Rule of Law principle in thation states’ policies as well as
transparency and accountability were a centerpidcthe strategy of our Delegation
which we gave our best to represent in the HRC citteensessions.

Our actual committee work began before the offiliBlUN Opening Ceremony and the
first Committee Session. In the afternoon of théh1B8pril all Delegations had the
opportunity to attend a Rules of Procedure Trainangreat chance to get to know fellow
Delegates from the HRC, to get rid of some busiressgs and of course to discuss
Agenda Setting preferences and try out our persoasirategies. We found out soon
enough that networking is the root of all diplornasuccess, to paraphrase the well-
known quote.

After getting inspired by the Keynote Speaker at@pening Ceremony, the Head of the
EU Delegation to the UN, H.E. Thomas Mayr-Hartinge headed to our conference
room and started formal session. Our first task thassetting of the topics’ order to
discuss at the HRC and thereby the Agenda for the three days. The voting on
suspension of the meeting and entering into anrrimdb caucus to discuss the Agenda
Setting preferences with the other Delegates shddllowed. The Delegation of
Montenegro argued that the Agenda should be setdier 1, 3, 2, in reference to the in
the year 2015 expirinylillennium Development Goal®IDGs) and the needed reform
to ensure equity among current and future generatiocluding gender equality as well
as the equity among the entire range of populagi@ups. Fully aware of the crucial
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importance of the second and third conference sojsicour preference list, we called
upon for expeditious handling of the procedural gfio@s and going into substantial
debate. The European Union (except of Germany,irmggior 3, 1, 2) and her ring of
friends including Montenegro and Moldova as welttes United States agreed on setting
the agenda at 1, 3, 2. By the voting this topiceondon the majority and the exciting
formal and informal debate on the first topic Hum&ights in the Post-2015
Development Framework commenced.

According to Article 1 of the
Constitution, Montenegro is a
“democratic, social and
ecological state.” Pursuing a
balanced approach towards the
three dimensions of sustainable
development, addressing
environmental, economic and
social sustainability, we wanted
to address the initial lack of
1 inclusiveness, efficiency and
| I8 transparency in the prior-2015
ry Development Framework in the
M. resolutions of the HRC. As a
suitable tool to reach this goal
we saw the introduction of an effective and mor@adnantly symmetrical cooperation
between state and non-state stakeholders on al gicdla. To the concrete measures we
took a firm stand for not only in our speeches &lgb in the discussions with our co-
sponsors in the working paper phase belonged fl@viag: assessing the vulnerability
of the achievements towards the MDGs to exterrfalénces including climate change,
economic and financial crises and geopoliticaltshiéissessing the inequitable progress
allocation in contrast with the human rights prawis and reforming thefficial
Development AidqODA) approach with introducing conditionality its framework; and
supporting thedJN High Commissioner for Human Rightsincorporating the concepts
of accountability and transparency in the futurest8mable Development and Human
Rights Manifestation agenda.

The Delegation of Montenegro addressed these tkegepoints within two working
papers which at the end after hard work and netimiim became Draft Resolution 1-3
and Draft Resolution 1-4. The first draft resolatioriginated from a broad coalition of
sponsors (Angola, Argentina, Cote d'lvoire, CzectepBblic, Ethiopia, Japan,
Kazakhstan, Kenya, Malaysia, Mauritania, Moldova, orténegro, Romania,
Switzerland, Thailand) and dealt with the differesipects of equality as well as the
development of suitable instruments to ensure therporation of that principle in the
Future Development Agenda. Besides the constarit mrformulating and negotiating
resolution clauses, Montenegro contributed withittea for reform of the ODA in order
for it to reach all population groups by diversifgithe sources of assistance, including
technology transfer and expertise transfer amownlgstrial and developing countries.
Since eleven working papers had been submittede®ais till the end of the Tuesday
evening session, the Chair highly encouraged thensps to maintain merging
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negotiations. Our at that time Working Paper ondfitjusucceed in that point and stated
an example on bringing different approaches towagislity together.

The second draft resolution was the result of sadpctive work with our partners from
the European Union, the United States and Brae# (he picture below). Within our
working paper, we focused on the transparency ambumtability as methods and
instruments to ensure that the reform steps inpth&t-2015 Development Agenda are
going to be implemented. Our provisions were ogdnat the establishment of an
Oversight Committee on Transparency and Accouritglil HR, which will oversee the
allocation of funds within the international systeémplementation of tailor-made anti-
corruption training programs and cooperation witB@®& and other non-state actors for
enhanced expertise and better addressing of tHatigioss. We, the sponsors of the
Accountability-Working Paper, took a firm stand riotmerge with any other working
paper, since we believed that our approach is cérpaunt importance for ensuring
further reforms and thereby should be voted seplgran. At the end the HRC voted on
seven Draft Resolutions dealing with important saal problems such as food
security, education, reform of the health careesysin the developing countries and
equality. Six of the resolutions passed by acclamaand one by significant majority,
which stated the broad consensus on the reformuresmsieeded for th8ustainable
Development Goalapproach to inure to the benefit of the peopleshefworld. Our
Accountability-Draft Resolution passed by signifitamajority, however not by
acclamation due to the opposition of the Asian eotin powers concerning our call for
transparent government actions — one more sigthforeality check we and all other
HRC members were proud of.

The NMUN 2014 Human Rights Council maintained ativa¢c comprehensive and
consensus-oriented approach towards the committeek von our first topic.
Unfortunately, three days weren't enough to cometh&r. The Delegation of
Montenegro is grateful for the productive debatd amrk with our fellows from the
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other Delegations and the competent and cooperBtig We lived the HRC spirit and
we are going to spread the messages for peacajrmistity and equality we shared
during formal and informal session.

6.8 Montenegro at the United Nations Population Fuah
represented by Lotta Schneidemesser and Oliveriiviart

»T0 deliver a world where every pregnancy is wanteeery birth is safe, and every
young person’s potential is fulfilled.”

—Overall goal of UNFPA

Committee Short Overview

In 1967, theUnited Nations Fund for Population Activiti@NFPA) was established as
a trust fund to support and finance programs reladepopulation issues. The name was
changed tdJnited Nations Population Funith 1987 (but the abbreviation remained the
same).

UNFPA works together with different humanitariareagies, such as UNICEF, WHO,
and UNDP. The Executive Board of UNFPA is made fipepresentatives from 36
countries around the world who serve on a rotatiagis. UNFPA receives overall
guidance from the General Assembly, but it reptwrtés very own governing body, the
UNDP/UNFPA Executive Board, on different matteis;, éxample those which have to
do with financing and administration. The main msgs of the Fund were set by the
Economic and Social Council in 1973 in its resantl763. According to this resolution,
UNFPA's overall goal is tddeliver a world where every pregnancy is wantedeny
birth is safe, and every young person’s potensduifilled.” UNFPA is responsible for
accumulating data and research on the issue opid gdobal population growth and
demographic shift.

Committee Report
The three main topics for UNFPA at the NMUN confere 2014 were:

I. Health Priorities Post-2015: Opportunities arthfenges for Improving
Maternal Health

Il. Impact of Urbanization on the Implementatiortioé ICPD Program of Action
Ill. Strengthening the International Response tavNeends in Migration

When setting the agenda, different propositionsewaade, but the majority of the
committees opted for the first topic (Health Pties Post-2015) to be discussed at first.
Finally the agenda was set to: |. Health Prioritiesst-2015, Il. Urbanization, lII.
Migration.

With only 36 members, UNFPA is a comparatively dncaimmittee (as opposed for
example to the General Assembly, where 193 mendrerpresent). Therefore getting a
place on the speakers’ list, suggesting a motiocobiaborating with other Delegations
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during informal caucus is made much easier. WethasDelegation of Montenegro,

managed to get on the speakers’ list relativelyckiyi and in total we were on the

speakers’ list about 4-5 times (whereas our feldelegates in other committees like the
General Assembly managed to be put on the spedlstrahly once or twice, due to the

enormous size of their committee).

On the first day, in the first informal caucusesyas important for our Delegation to get
to know the other Delegations and to talk with thamout their position, their aims and
their strategies. The next day, working groups hegégorm in order to work together on
working papers with the aim to produce a final pagpat could be adopted as a draft
resolution by the Chair. In total, four resolutionere adopted after an initial working
process that took two days and a half. Two workpagers were actually merged into
one draft resolution, as they had very similar apphes and ideas. Suggestions in the
fight against maternal mortality included, amongent various educational programs,
especially for younger people, in order to edutia¢en about sexuality related topics and
empower young girls through knowledge in fieldelflamily planning, personal hygiene
and education. Studies have shown that the moreagsgtlia girl is, the more likely she is
to have a) fewer children and be older when shehbaéirst child and in some countries,
this alone will reduce the risk of maternal mottaihile giving birth to a great deal.

We, as the Delegation of Montenegro, supportedréresformation of development aid
from a top-down towards a bottom-up process. Thaams, that we underlined the
importance that any education project or approadight the risk of maternal mortality
should take into account the necessities to beurlilly sensitive and to gain the local
communities support and approval. Sexuality isghlyi sensitive topic, even more so in
remote village were these topics are considerdzktprivate affairs, or, due to religious
believes, are even taboo-topics. One has to be semgitive here to find a way of
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approaching people and to not to force a pre-dgeel@oncept on them that does not fit
their situation. Also, we underlined the importatéehe inclusion of the private sector
in new programs that have to do with developmetht la¢cause in our opinion it is very

important to convey that each and every one ofarsdo their part in changing this

world to a better place. We also supported thetaicall on world leaders to strengthen
the coordination of development aid and to thusatestrate in UNFPA that this topic is

of high importance.

Our committee adopted all resolutions on materealth. The voting process actually
went very fast, as there was no opposition andafidar changing something within one
of the draft resolutions. The Chair expressed gseaprise, saying that this was the
fastest voting process they every experienced dM&N conference. However, this
might also show that the topic “Health PrioritiezsP2015” was not a controversial one
within our NMUN UNFPA Committee. All the Delegatisnwere convinced that
something had to be done to improve maternal health and health conditions and had
many different ideas on how to achieve just thatough different programs, projects
and initiative. Among the most popular ideas were:

1) Establishing a community based health progranydoing adults (aged 13-20)
called “Healthy Me!” with the aim to provide healtsexual and maternal education and
to serve as a safe forum for young adults to dstealth issues, and even issues of
domestic violence.

2) Establishing an annual conference for Africaat&t on the topic of maternal
health, the suggested name is: “African Forum onelfiel Health and Mortality”. This
would serve as an opportunity for Member StatesN@®s to meet regularly in order to
discuss maternal health problems that are unigu&frioa, and ways to combat these
problems.

3) Implementing community management programmestder to record cases of
maternal mortality in more detail and thus be ablénd out exactly what the reasons for
maternal mortality in a specific region or counsyand how to combat it. THdaternal
Death Surveillancesystem in Morocco could be taken as an exemplamémwork for
the establishment of a National Maternal Death &illance and Response System.

The resolutions presented different ideas, buteinegal they pursued the same goal: to
improve maternal health and health care in germlto decrease the maternal mortality
rate, and to make sure that this topic would bieigii importance on the political agenda,
even after 2015.

We then moved forward to the next topic on the dgenrbanization. With regard to the
fact that more than 50% of the world’s populatiore lin cities, and what this entails

concerning the living aspects of people, especidtlyless developed countries,

urbanization is a topic of high importance. It imjpcted that by 2050, 70% of the
world’s population will live in cities, and the folems that are caused by a rapid
urbanization, as we see it in many countries todag, various. They include, for

example, a higher unemployment rate in urban arsashe demand for work exceeds
existing job possibilities, the increase of housprges which leads to the fact that the
number of people in inadequate housing conditiongeases, or, in less developed
countries, leads to a creation of huge slums. it feater social inequality, as well as
exclusion and segregation of certain groups inetpci
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With regard to Montenegro, there is of course et danger of the creation of huge
slums, which can be found in a humber of counineSouth-America and Sub-Saharan
Africa due to the comparatively small size of tlwauitry and the population. However,

in Montenegro minorities such as the Roma can le& s& being highly affected by

urbanization, as sometimes they are forced to madcacities and settle there, or they are
denied the right to live in certain parts of thiy @nd are only given inadequate housing.
Unfortunately, it was already the last day of tbaeference and we had very little time to
discuss the topic, but our committee still manatgeddopt two draft resolutions. Among

the most popular ideas were:

1) Encouraging Member States to focus their devety policy on the creation
of smaller urban centres in rural areas

2) Encouraging Member States to contribute to ammbsrt UNFPA programmes
that have a special focus on the effects of urlzioiz

3) Emphasizing the importance of the creation o&lsnlocal businesses to in
order to strengthen the local community in ruradaar and to provide employment
opportunities

A Speech given by Lotta Schneidemesser duringateGommittee session:
Honourable Chair, Fellow Delegates,

We are very impressed by the great progress that has been made in the past days
—and that we now have several draft resolutions in front of us.

When Helmut Schmidt, a famous German politician, became the German
Chancellor, he was asked: “What is your great vision?” And he replied. “If you have
visions you should go and see a doctor!” — meaning that in politics, we do not need
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visions, but we need to develop concrete ideas and take action. This has happened
here, in this Committee, over the past days. Instead of having visions, we have
developed very concrete ideas in order to then take action. We want to thank the
countries that have taken the lead in developing these ideas, especially Canada,
China, Germany and Morocco and inspired others to contribute their ideas, too.
And we are very happy to see that national preferences have been put aside by
many delegations in order to work together on achieving a greater goal.

Let me perhaps close this speech with a famous quote that underlines how
important it is that if you have a great idea, go and take action, and involve as
many people as you can.

“Your playing small does not serve this world. There is nothing enlightened about
shrinking so that other people won’t feel insecure around you. And when we let our
light shine, we unconsciously give other people permission to do the same.” Nelson
Mandela

Thank you.

7. Closing Ceremony at the NMUN 2014

After having taken part in an outstanding Study fTand at the same time experienced
the everyday life of an UN-Diplomat or civil sentat the New York Headquarters; after
having explored the amazing New York City and, finand most importantly, after
having participated in the challenging and enrighitational Model UN Conference and
given our best to present the Montenegrin policies,couldn’t imagine that the most
thrilling part of our Delegation trip is yet to cemThe Closing Ceremony at UN
Headquarters became its culmination: our efforteewewarded, we got “infected” with
the UN-virus and we had a meeting that no one ofilisorget anytime soon.

April 17, 2014. While our fellows from the other IBgations were impatient to get to
know the New York UN site for the first time, we r@ehappy and a bit proud to know
and go back to First Ave./47th Street. Well, thiset we had to stay in line, what an
unusual experience for the regular guests at UNBURE aside, we were totally excited
about our appointment before the start of the iafficeremony at the General Assembly
Hall and the waiting was nothing to whine about.

The Delegation of Montenegro, represented by Rdeiversitat Berlin, had an official
appointment with the Deputy Secretary-General Jas$don, the official speaker for the
ceremony, scheduled thanks to our fellow Delegatdy(Evaeus. Our host has been a
Swedish Minister of Foreign Affairs, Sweden’s Penerat Representative to the UN, 1st
Under Secretary-General for Humanitarian Affairgl &mergency Relief, involved in
operations in the Balkans, Somalia, Sudan and Mbirare, 60th President of the
United Nations General Assembly and since July 2D&Ruty Secretary-General to Ban
Ki-moon. Impressive biography, but even more imgirgs was meeting the statesman
Jan Eliasson. He gave us four important words efcadoutlining the cornerstones of
diplomacy to take along back to Berlin:

1) Develop your language skills, become a mastéh@fspoken and the written
word!
2) Put a great emphasis on the importance of tifangour career!
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3) Develop and show cultural sensitivity and resgecall races, religions and
world views!
4) Be trustworthy, straightforward and honest!

In his brilliant speech in front of the NMUN paifpants, conference senior staff and
volunteers, Mr. Eliasson set forth the paramoumgdrtance of the UN ideas: preserving
the world peace and security and ensuring the estaifion of sustainable development
and human rights, and more importantly the intéoacbf these three UN fundaments.
“There is no peace without development, no devetopmwithout peace, no lasting peace
without sustainable development and without resfedhe human rights and the rule of
law”, so the Deputy Secretary-General. As a token pfycatefulness for taking his time
and meeting us Peggy had prepared a piece of then Beall as a present for Mr.
Eliasson. During his speech in the General Assenitdyl he pointed out that the
participants at NMUN as future leaders should déshalalls and build new ones never
again. The Deputy Secretary-General mentioned ngeéie Delegation from FU which
gave him food for thought by reminding him of theided Berlin.

An “Honorable Mention” for the work of the Delegati of Montenegro, two rewards for
an “Outstanding Position Paper” for our fellow Dydées at the General Assembly 1st
and 4th Committees and very special mention byDxputy Secretary-General and of
course unforgettable experience from NMUN 2014 lith Montenegrin Delegation and
a lot of new friends from all over the world, tlésthe recapitulation from our New York
endeavor, from a once in a lifetime experience.
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8. Index — Texts and Authors

1. The National Model United Nations

Conference Pegay Wittke

3. Montenegro — An Introduction

Facts Junis Sahib

History Petya Hristova and Junis Sahib
Political System Burcu Okur and Michelle Ruiz

Petrit Elshani, Christina Heroven,

Foreign Policy Suvi Moilanen and Enhui Shen

Rosa Galvez and Prince Owusu

Economy Sekyere

4. The Preparation Process in Berlin

Introduction Michelle Ruiz
Emergency Session of the Securiﬁfna Hake

Council

Visit to the German Federal Forei

Office g§tephan|e Kutschmann

Briefing on the Visit of the MontenegrjiMichelle Ruiz Andrade, Petrit
Ambassador to Germany Elshani and Prince Owusu Sekyere

5. The UN Study Tour in New York

Introduction Oliver Martin

Stephanie Kutschmann and Michel
Ruiz

Briefing on Disarmament €

Briefing on Terrorism Prince Owusu Sekyere

Briefing on the United Nations Relief and
Works Agency for Palestine Refugeed Janis Sahib
the Near East (UNRWA)




UN-FORUM 1/2014

Briefing on the United Nations
Department of Economic and Social
Affairs

Burcu Okur and Enhui Shen

Briefing on Sexual Violence

Petrit Elshani

Visit to the Security Council Special
Session on Sexual Violence in Armed
Conflict

Christina Heroven

Briefing on Climate Change

Sebastian Kugel

Briefing on Human Trafficking

Nina Hake

Briefing on UNHCR

Carly Evaeus

Briefing at the European Union
Delegation to the United Nations

Burcu Okur

Briefing at the Permanent Mission of
Montenegro to the United Nations

Christina Heroven

7. Closing Ceremony at the NMUN
2014

Petya Hristova
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Freie Universitat ‘ &

Participation of Freie Universitat Berlin in the
National Model United Nations conferences 1995-2014

Republic of Lithuania (1995)

Syrian Arab Republic (1996)

Kingdom of Norway (1997)

Republic of South Africa (1998), Award “Honorableshtion”
The People's Republic of Bangladesh (1999)

The Republic of Turkey (2000), Award “Honorable Mien”
The Argentine Republic (2001)

The Republic of Poland (2002)

The International Council on Social Welfare (2004)

The Republic of Guatemala (2005), Awards “Honora@ntion”

The United Arab Emirates (2006), “Outstanding RosiPaper Award”, “Honorable
Mention”

The Kingdom of Morocco (2007), “Outstanding PositPaper Award”, Award
“Honorable Mention”

Japan (2008), “Outstanding Position Paper Award”
Australia (2009)

The Kingdom of Spain (2010), “Outstanding Posititaper Award”, Award “Honorable
Mention”

The Republic of Turkey (2011), Award “Honorable Mien”, “Best Delegate in the
Committee Award” - Commission on Crime Preventiod &€riminal Justice

The Republic of Iraq (2012), 2 “Outstanding PositRaper Awards”
Greenpeace (NMUN Latin America, 2013), “DistingégiDelegation Award”



82 UN-FORUM 1/2014

Please contact for further information:

Peggy Wittke (Director)

Model United Nations / Model European Union
Chair Univ.-Prof. Dr. Dres. h.c. Philip Kunig
Freie Universitat Berlin

BoltzmannstralRe 3, 14195 Berlin, Germany
Tel.: +4930 — 838 54705

E-mail: peg@zedat.fu-berlin.de
http://www.fu-berlin.de/mun

Awards for the NMUN 2014 Delegation

The National Collegiate Conference Association
recognizes

Montenegro
Freie Universitit Berlin

as an

e?‘
N M U N HONORABLE MENTION \g

DELEGATION

at the
2014 National Model United Nations New York Conference

e .
s 15 2
Thera Watson Kiristina Mader

Secretary-General Deputy Secretary-General

Outstanding Position Paper Award — General Assembl¥irst Committee

Outstanding Position Paper Award — General Assembl{ourth Committee

The NMUN 2014 Delegation of Freie Universitat Berh is grateful for these awards
as they honor our preparation for and our work at the Conference and conclude a
wonderful and delighting experience.
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