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1. Committee Overview: DISEC
The Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC), also known as the first committee of the UN General Assembly, is responsible for matters revolving around international peace and security. DISEC’s primary focus is disarmament, regulation for armaments, military transparency, and striving towards reaching a peaceful resolution of conflict. DISEC currently has a completely open membership, meaning all 193 UN members are allowed to participate. Despite this however, its resolutions are not legally binding, although they do lay the groundwork for future treaties and agreements that will shape global policy.
Given its mandate, this makes DISEC the ideal forum to examine and analyze the effect of PMC deployment on international stability, future treaties, global tensions, and the sovereignty of nations. Delegates are encouraged to consider how to develop new framework to comply with global security and humanitarian standards, while respecting national security interests.
While the international community has long debated how to hold PMCs accountable, there remains no comprehensive international legal regime addressing their use. This gap suggests the need for delegates to consider developing a Private Military Company (PMC) Regime that could regulate the conduct of PMCs within the bounds of international law.
2. Focus and history 	Comment by Clayton Grass: One thing that I strongly recommend is a background of the committee that will oversee this topic. For example, we spoke about how DISEC would be a great committee for this topic, so a good separate section to include would be "Committee Overview." This section would be comprised of why the committee was made, what they discuss, their level of authority, member state composition, etc.
The topic focuses on the usage and deployment of Private Military Contractors (PMC) across the globe by both state actors and non-state actors. Private Military Contractors are businesses that provide military and security services in exchange for monetary gain. In recent years, and as the scope of the world has changed, the usage of PMCs has only risen. PMC’s have been used historically by nations and groups to act as force multipliers for operations, provide security, logistics, intelligence, provide specialized training, and even hold combat missions alongside or instead of traditional forces. This allows military operations to be strengthened by individuals who are not directly tied to the countries chain of command, and in some cases is cause for plausible deniability based on actions performed by the contractors. In recent history, the usage of PMC’s has expanded significantly across the globe. From 1989 with the rise of the South African Executive Outcomes, to the American group Blackwater in 1997, and most recently, the Russian founded Wagner Group in 2014, PMC’s have been heavily involved in most global conflicts around the globe. 
The negotiating forum for this topic would be situated around possibly implementing regulation to enforce stricter regulation on the usage of PMCs. There have already been regulations put in place, such as the Montreux Document in 2008, and the current UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights. However, these regulations are non-binding and lack enforcement power. We will move to discuss the possibility of making an international regulatory framework on the regulation, monitoring and oversight of Private Military and Security Companies. This focuses on making certain Private Military Corporations can be held accountable and works to regulate them to prevent the destabilization of regions, and to observe possible violations in human rights laws. 	Comment by Clayton Grass: It could be good to include what the specific impacts of these resolutions were. Additionally, discussing their positive impacts and their faults is always a great idea.
· As of October 9th, the Human Rights Council of the UN has met 5 times to discuss the creation of further regulation and oversight on Private Military and Security. 	Comment by Clayton Grass: Great idea to include the specific committee that met, it may be valuable to include the resolutions that may/may not have been passed, as well as any major countries that supported a specific idea/resolution.
Historically, there have been numerous events involving PMC’s that have gathered a significant amount of controversy and public outrage. Blackwater group, now called Constellis, was involved in the Nisour Square Massacre in 2007, where Blackwater contractors opened fire on civilians in Baghdad, reportedly killing 14 civilians and wounding 17. This event was significant enough that it warranted the prime minister of Iraq at the time to request a complete withdraw of all contractors in the region. For legal reasons, however, the contractors could not be charged legally as if they were military personnel, because technically they were civilians. In addition, they were given immunity from local Iraqi law at the time due to the nature of their work. This incident was a driving force behind the current outlook on security contractors and paved the way for the start of numerous regulations for PMCs. This case was brought under the Military Extraterritorial Judicial Act (MEJA), however it was criticized for being heavily reliant on said act. The case would not be fully resolved until October 2014, with 1 contractor being charged with first degree murder, and 3 being charged with voluntary manslaughter and a firearms charge. 	Comment by Clayton Grass: Love the inclusion of a specific negative occurrence
Another incident is the involvement of the Russian Wagner group in Africa and Ukraine. The Wagner group has been notably disruptive to the political climate of Africa, and human rights violations have been discovered in areas that they currently operate. Officially, the Russian government does not claim operational control over the group, in 2023 it did admit to funding them during a mutiny by Prigozhin, the leader of Wagner at the time. It is being debated currently about the usage of groups such as Wagner in military combat operations due to the lack of actual documentation to charge a contractor for their crimes, be it military or civilian. In addition, it could be argued about the ethics of using contractors in active war zones could be a future talking point to address in meetings. 	Comment by Clayton Grass: While Russia does fund Wagner, an explanation of the  Russian government's official "stance" on Wagner and PMCs could be good to include.
In constructing documentation on PMC’s, delegates could draw upon the existing laws of war as normative foundations. The principles of jus ad bellum (the right to war) and jus in bello (the law in war) establish enduring distinctions between when force can be used and how it should be applied. Embedding these norms into a PMC working paper would ensure that any use of private force remains consistent with international humanitarian law, proportionality, and accountability.
3. Legal Binding of PMC’s
A main point that is commonly talked about is how to address the accountability behind contractors and their actions. Should they be treated as civilians, military, security, or something separate? How can the individual be held accountable in case something goes wrong? If an incident occurs with a contractor, should the company be held accountable for their actions, should the state who hired them be accountable, or should it be weighed solely on the individual? 
One procedural approach delegates may consider is the establishment of licensing systems for PMCs, managed by regional or international authorities. Licensing could ensure only companies that comply with humanitarian law and ethical standards are permitted to operate, providing a formal mechanism to enforce accountability before deployment rather than after violations occur.
This also raises concerns involving gaps in our current international law and their enforcement methods. Wagner group has been accused by the United States government of numerous atrocities in Africa, primarily in Mali. Reportedly, they have razed numerous villages to the ground, been exploiting the land for its natural resources, and participated in numerous unlawful executions during their operations in Africa. Notably, they have also been reported by numerous different news outlets such as CBS to be using indiscriminate killings, and abductions to gain control of a minor mining settlement in the region. In addition, Wagner backed actors have begun spreading propaganda about Wagner’s actions in the region to paint them as saviors of the area. 
Leading back into accountability, Russian Federation president Vladimir Putin was found to have been backing Wagner group through its illegal activities in the region. This brings up the flaws in our current laws on PMCs, as who do we deem accountable for these actions? The individuals in Wagner group, the Wagner group itself, or Russia who paid to have them operate in the region. 
Various treaties fail to hold PMCs accountable as well. Under the Geneva Convention, they tend to blur the lines between what is acceptable. The Geneva Convention’s additional protocol 1 does address mercenaries, PMCs are not actually considered mercenaries, so this legislation does not apply to them. Contractors are also not considered active combatants, so the deployment of them does not need to be reported to the public, and their deaths also are not required to be reported. Under International Humanitarian Law, combatants of a state’s armed forces are given Prisoner-of-War status (POW), however PMC personnel stretch the definition of what is a combatant. Not everyone who is active in a PMC is a combatant and is technically considered a civilian until they participate in hostilities, in which they are no longer designated as a civilian. 	Comment by Clayton Grass: The International Court of Justice (ICJ) once handled a case about state responsibility for actions of "non-state actors" (I think Nicaragua or Panama V. USA?) While it didn't directly relate to PMCs, it does hold important precedent if you have the time to include that.
To address these accountability gaps, delegates may again consider grounding future regulation within long-standing laws of war norms, particularly jus ad bellum (the right to war) and jus in bello (law in war). Working this terminology into the framework of a paper would provide a moral and legal foundation to distinguish legitimate security operations from unlawful private warfare.
4. Global Issues 
There are numerous issues revolving around the usage and ethics of PMCs. As a contractor is not classified as a soldier, they are not given the rights that soldiers of a proper nation receive. This raises an ethical dilemma, as there is room for others to interpret and stretch the definition of what is considered an “active combatant”. Contractors are not considered as combatants until they fire their weapons, which can lead to the law being manipulated around this fact. This is allowing contractors to exploit local established in regions, allowing instability to take place. 
PMCs have had a massive uptick recently in global activity and funding. As of 2024, there are around 1200 PMC companies operating around the globe, and having a total of around 858 billion US dollars spent on them within contracts by just the United States military. This is also concerning as China has begun to invest more into their private security sector as well, however this is much less known due to their operations being limited solely to protecting Chinese interests in the region, as opposed to other groups being de-facto mercenaries and warmongers. This is not a major issue now, but with current legislation on PMCs is something to be aware of, especially if a country like China wishes to destabilize a region for any reason. 
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In 2010, the workforce given to PMCs was higher than the number of US troops deployed to Iraq and Afghanistan. This is something important to take note of, as contractors have begun to fill in many roles that were once occupied by US service members, performing tasks that previously only uniformed members would occupy. Because of the already discussed legal reasons as to how contractors can circumvent laws, and because they do not follow currently established rules of engagement, they have become very successful in the field. 
Issues begin appearing with the deployment of these contractors globally, as access to data involving their operations is relatively hard to come by. Governments are not willing to disclose the full extent of the PMCs that they have hired, as it could present a bad look for them. In addition, their financials are not 100% accurate, as many of the profits to be made in the areas where they operate are illegally sourced and acquired. Russian president Vladimir Putin has gone and stated that PMC Wagner was funded by the Russian Government to the cost of 86 billion rubles (920 million Euros), however this was likely motivated more by the fact that Wagner was at the time attempting a coup of the Russian Gov. In 2016, Transparency International Germany estimated the total cost of the global security industry to be around 200 billion dollars.
Some people may claim that PMCs help restore stability in regions that are unstable, have lacking militaries, or under constant legal change. However, this carries a large risk involving these private bodies beginning to exert more control over that region. Accountability comes into play again involving these groups, but another big question is that because PMCs are purely financial in operation, they are not interested or unwilling to assist in securing a region beyond what they have been paid to do.  As if there is no conflict, they are not getting paid, they could be incredibly apathetic to the situation they are called in to support. 
As shown by the Wagner group, this can also lead to conflict between traditional militaries over financial resources and material resources, such as equipment and personnel. Certain scenarios can even lead to an attempted coup of the government in question, as described above. 
PMC’s have also begun to act as a “secret mercenary group” of sorts for some governments. The crown prince of Abu Dabi in 2010 helped found a company called “Reflex Responses” that was supposed to act a battalion sized force helping the UAE defend against external and internal forces. Due to the private nature of the company, not much is known about their operations, however the contract price was around $529 million USD. This is only one of many PMC’s the UAE has hired, and none are without their accusations of possible human rights violations. The Spear Operations Group was a notable group hired, that was specifically tasked with assassinations in Yemen during the Yemeni Civil War in support of the Emirati intervention. Another group, Black Shield Security was accused of using child soldiers, breaking multiple UN arms embargos, and tricking Sudanese men into becoming members by promising them high paying jobs, then sending them to military training camps to become combatants. Around 15,000 Sudanese men are serving in places like Yemen and Libya for Black Shield Security, with a sizeable amount assumed to be child soldiers. 
The 2001 UN Mercenary convention was a convention that was passed to try and combat these global issues; however, it only is in effect against mercenaries, which by technicality, these contractors are not.
Delegates could consider implementation of monitoring capabilities that could be developed at either the regional or global level. Such mechanisms would allow states and international bodies to track which PMCs are being deployed, where they are operating, and what activities they are engaged in. This would directly address the secrecy surrounding PMC operations and the lack of accessible data noted above, enabling greater transparency and oversight over private military activities.
In drafting a treaty and framework, delegates might additionally explore regional agreements as a possible option. Regional bodies such as the African Union, the European Union, or the Organization of American States could take on greater roles in licensing and oversight. These regional frameworks could strengthen existing institutions and align PMC activity with local norms and security conditions, while still maintaining shared global standards through UN guidance. 
5. Guiding Questions	Comment by Clayton Grass: These questions are fantastic, great work, Kevin. I also love the recommended readings and their descriptions
1. Delegates should discuss the possibility of introducing a new, binding international treaty to attempt to regulate PMC conduct. They should also decide what the scope of the treaty should be.
2. Delegates can discuss the legal frameworks and how they relate to the current state of governing PMCs. Topics to discuss should be based on accountability, the ability to hold these PMCs legally liable for the actions they commit, and how they should be punished legally for these infractions. 
3. Delegates should debate how much power the UN should have in the monitoring and evaluation of PMCs. They should also discuss the roles that regional bodies have in monitoring and evaluation as well. Establishing an independent tribunal to observe these groups can also be considered, especially for ones accused of multiple human rights violations. 
4. An important point Delegates could discuss would be if PMCs should ever be allowed to take part in active combat operations. Should they be banned from operating or would further regulations need to be put into effect.
5. Delegates should discuss transparency with these companies, as PMCs currently are able to operate outside of the public eye. 
	5. Recommended Readings
Growing risk analysis of PMCshttps://www.consilium.europa.eu/media/66700/private-military-companies-final-31-august.pdf
Research, history, and analysis of PMCs https://www.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:1777266/FULLTEXT01.pdf
Documentation on the rapid global expansion of PMCs https://www.ohchr.org/sites/default/files/Documents/Issues/Mercenaries/WG/ImmigrationAndBorder/swed-burland-submission.pdf
History of Blackwaters Nisoor Square shooting in Baghdad https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/military-history-and-science/nisoor-square-shooting-baghdad
Information on Wagner’s operations in Africa https://2021-2025.state.gov/the-wagner-groups-atrocities-in-africa-lies-and-truth/
History and information of Reflex Responses: https://www.ebsco.com/research-starters/military-history-and-science/reflex-responses
Information on various UAE hired PMC’s and their controversies https://greydynamics.com/fortune-favors-the-desert-sons-uae-mercenaries-in-yemen-and-libya/#h-2-spear-operations-group 
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