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The General Assembly; 
 
Guided by the Charter of the United Nations and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
 
Fulfilling the goals outlined in paragraphs 138-140 of Resolution 60/1 of the 2005 World 
Summit Outcome in which the General Assembly established the “responsibility to protect,”  
which is the principle that member states have a moral obligation to intervene in situations where 
populations are experiencing civil strife, genocide or governmental failure, 
 
Viewing with appreciation that “the Charter established the Trusteeship Council as one of the 
main organs of the United Nations and assigned to it the task of supervising the administration of 
Trust Territories placed under the Trusteeship System” (United Nations Trusteeship Council), 
 
Bearing in mind that as outlined in the United Nations Charter, “the Trusteeship Council is 
authorized to examine and discuss reports from the Administering Authority on the political, 
economic, social and educational advancement of the peoples of Trust Territories and, in 
consultation with the Administering Authority, to examine petitions from and undertake periodic 
and other special missions to Trust Territories,”  
 
Reaffirming the United Nations Charter XII Article 76, which states that the objectives of the 
trusteeship system are to further international peace and security, to encourage respect for human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, and to acknowledge the interdependence of the peoples of the 
world, 
 
Strongly affirming that the responsibility to protect establishes that in the event that a 
government is failing to uphold its duty to protect its citizens from domestic or foreign harm, 
which is resulting in crimes against humanity, the international community has an obligation to 
intervene to protect the human rights of citizens guaranteed to all individuals in the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights, 
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Noting with deep concern that the responsibility to protect indicts governments when they fail to 
guard individuals from, or actively involve themselves in, crimes against humanity, war crimes, 
ethnic cleansing and genocide, 
 
Recognizing the burgeoning issues of civil strife and conflicts among members of different 
religious, ethnic, or sociopolitical communities that affect the stability of many member states, 
Acknowledging that the international community must actively participate as a unified 
organization in the cultivation of stable regions that flourish economically and socially, 
 
Recalling the violent upheavals and governmental collapse in Tunisia, Libya, Egypt, and Syria, 
Having examined the need for intervention in the global humanitarian crisis in Syria in which the 
violence between governmental forces and rebel groups has led to human rights violations, 
significant casualties, chaos due to internal displacement, and a staggering amount of 
disenfranchised refugees, 
 
Realizing the profound need for the international community to intervene in Syria to re-establish 
effective governance, the provision of basic public goods, and to ensure the safety of all peoples 
within its borders, 
 
Deeply disturbed by the situation in Somalia in which instances of ethno-factional and religious 
division	  have become increasingly frequent, more violent, and dangerous for political and 
economic stability, 
 
Further recalling that the civil conflict in Somalia between 1991 and 1992, resulted in famine, 
internal displacement, refugee migration, and violent clashed among clan factions that vied for 
control of resources and territory in the southern part of Somalia, 
 
Having examined the concept of state failure or dysfunctional statehood as including situations 
where populaces may be in danger and require member states to intervene on the basis of the 
principles of responsibility to protect, 
 
Acknowledging that a failed state constitutes any heavily disputed territory, intranational 
warzone, or fractured region with a deeply unstable or defunct state government that has lost 
sovereignty of its people and borders, caused damage to its people and resources, and directly or 
indirectly enabled a notable interruption or hindrance of international trade and an increase in 
terrorism both intranationally and internationally, 
 
Fully believing that failed states are the single most pressing and significant threat to the 
international community in regards to misuse and misallocation of vital resources, violations of 
human rights, a global metastasis of terrorism, hindrance of international trade, refugee increases 
abroad, and warfare, 
 
Invoking the Fragile State Index through the Fund for Peace, which lists thirty-eight nations 
ranging in terms of potential collapse from Alert to Very High Alert, 
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Alarmed by the presence of four member states in the ‘Very High Alert’ category of the Fragile 
States Index 2015, with data accumulated by the Fund for Peace, namely South Sudan, Somalia, 
Central African Republic and Sudan, 
 
Deeply concerned that Somalia, South Sudan, and the Central African Republic were evaluated 
with the highest possible value, a ‘10’ rating, in terms of potential risk in the ‘Human Rights and 
Rule of Law’ category of the Fragile States Index 2015, 
 
Deeply disturbed that these same member states, Somalia, South Sudan and the Central African 
Republic were also evaluated with extremely high potential risk areas for ‘Factionalized Elites,’ 
 
Further noting that several nations on the Fragile State Index have been prolonged sources of 
terrorism, international trade disruption, resource misuse, foreign aid burdening, refugee influxes 
abroad, human rights atrocities, and warfare, 
 
Noting with deep concern the need to address the problems of failing states in order to avoid 
regional and global instability, 
 
Emphasizing that the difficulty in establishing new regimes through internal means can be seen 
in the situation in Egypt where a newly established democratic government was overthrown with 
human casualties as a consequence, 
 
Further emphasizing that the difficulty in establishing new regimes through the means of a single 
protectorate state or a small, Eurocentrist coalition of states can be seen in the gross mishandling 
of Iraq in Syria during the early years of the twenty-first century, 
 
Further noting that a crucial impetus for terrorism and warfare in non-western states is a widely-
held negative stigma of Western powers due to mishandling of foreign affairs in states such as 
Vietnam, Cambodia, Iraq, Cuba, 
 
Fully believing that such foreign affairs failures resulted from a Western-centric application of 
foreign policy and a fundamental misunderstanding of local cultures, value systems, and 
governmental structures, 
 
Expressing its view that a targeted, strategic, and economically beneficial tri-phase transitional 
infrastructure program sponsored, organized, and engaged by member states and lead by a 
coalition of member states in close ideological, economic, and geographical proximity to failed 
state would be the most cost-efficient and effective method of solving the global problem of 
foreign states in the long-term, 
 
Contemplating how the United Nations Transitional Authority effectively solved the crisis in 
Cambodia in 1992 and 1993 by helping to support and structure a new regime through the use of 
transitional infrastructure, 
 
Therefore this committee: 
 
1. Affirms the need for the revitalization of the Trusteeship Council and United Nations 
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Transitional Authority program in a Peacebuilding and Intervention Trusteeship Infrastructure 
Program, in accordance with new guidelines to best suit the current global need for effective 
state reform of failing or dysfunctional states, to be hereby referred to by this committee as crisis 
states; 

 
2. Calls upon all members of the United Nations to become members of the revitalized 
Trusteeship Council, noting further that in the event of the targeted implementation of the 
Transitional Infrastructure Program that the program will be led by a coalition of member states 
in close ideological, economic, and geographical proximity to the crisis (failed or dysfunctional) 
state; 
 
3. Resolves that the implementation and success of the Transitional Infrastructure Program relies 
on close collaboration with the Security Council; 
 
4. Requests that, as military intervention is an essential aspect of the Transitional Infrastructure 
Program’s plan in both the short and long term, a separate military and security branch must be 
incorporated under the authority and oversight of the permanent five members of the Trusteeship 
Council, namely the United States, China, France, Russia and the United Kingdom; 
 
5. Further resolves that this military and security branch consist of a coalition of 100,000 total 
readily available reserve individuals to be contributed from members states, with an troop 
contribution increase of 150% from member states in coalition leading the Transitional 
Infrastructure Program initiative; 
 
6. Declares that the revitalization of the Trusteeship Council would embrace the use of 
transitional infrastructure in member states that are enduring difficult periods of societal 
instability; 
 
7. Recommends that the new Transitional Infrastructure Program would also contain provisions 
for economic stimulus and industry development packages, to be designed in partnership with 
the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), in the event that the Trusteeship 
Council finds them necessary and sufficient to boost economic development and growth to 
ensure political and economic stability; 
 
8. Proclaims that the United Nations Trusteeship Council should reconvene regular meetings on 
a biweekly basis in order for members to meet and discuss current issues that call for 
consideration for intervention, peacebuilding, or transitional aid; 
 
9. Mandates that if a member state is found to sufficiently warrant United Nations trusteeship 
intervention, the Transitional Authority program will receive funding to begin a redevelopment 
program and discuss temporary retractions of economic trade and interchange with other member 
states until the time in which the member state is deemed to be societally stable enough to 
resume normal processes; 
10. Declares accordingly that in order for a crisis state to sufficiently warrant intervention, there 
must be a consensus by two-thirds vote in the Trusteeship Council that the state has lost 
legitimacy of its resources and people, that a clear trend of human rights atrocities has been 
committed, that a significant increase in refugees from a crisis state exists, that an increase and 
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trend of intranational and international terrorism exists in and originates from the crisis state, and 
that a notable hindrance in international trade has been realized; 
 
11. Calls upon the United Nations Trusteeship Infrastructure Program to create a transitional 
program in three phases; 
 
12. Designates that the first phase consists of two warnings issued and directed to the faction 
leaders and state officials of the crisis state, each of which allows three weeks for the crisis state 
to meet the demands of the Trusteeship Council; 
 
13. Draws to attention that any crisis state within the first phase be known as a Level I territory; 
 
14. Authorizes that the first and second warnings issued in the first phase demand that Level I 
territories commit to an internally negotiated peace treaty approved by the Trusteeship Council, 
establish order, and cease all warfare and human rights atrocities; 
 
15. Further mandates that, as a result of compliance with Trusteeship Council, the previously in 
crisis state will retain sovereignty in the eyes of the international community, full ownership and 
responsibility of its own people and resources, will experience a reopening of trade routes and an 
international release of sanctions, and an economic stimulus package totaling in 35% of the 
state’s annual GDP before its abject failure or dysfunction adjusted for inflation, or, if the state 
was never recognized as sovereign, 35% of its current GDP; 
 
16. Further resolves that if Trusteeship Council demands are not met within the first phase 
allotted time period of six weeks, economic interaction with the crisis state will be temporarily 
suspended in favor of development programs in social, political, and economic arenas which 
would reintegrate sections of the population; 
 
17. Authorizes all international ports in member states to commandeer trade or military vessels 
from the crisis state and concordantly seize all freight; 
 
18. Encourages non-member states to enact a 1000% duty increase on all trade with the crisis 
state if they cannot cease all trade whatsoever; 
 
19. Proclaims that the demands in the second phase directed towards the crisis state will include 
the immediate surrender of resources, immediate surrender of power, and immediate surrender of 
sovereignty to the governance of the Trusteeship Council; 
 
20. Reaffirms that a lack of compliance will result in an immediate military invasion of the crisis 
state by a special operations task force consisting of troops provided by the permanent five 
members, namely the United States, China, Russia, France, and the United Kingdom. All faction 
leaders and high ranking officers will be executed, all assets will be seized, and a new state will 
be established under the rule of whichever member of the permanent five members of the 
Trusteeship Council contributes the most troops; 
 
21. Designates that compliance with Trusteeship Council demands will result in a large amount 
of economic, political, and social rewards up to, and including, an economic stimulus package of 
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85% of the crisis state’s annual GDP before its abject failure or dysfunction adjusted for 
inflation, or, if the state was never recognized as sovereign, 85% of its current GDP; a reopening 
of trade routes and an international release of 25% of sanctions; and an unfreezing of 
international assets and a release of all seized goods in member state ports; 
 
22. Trusts that the Trusteeship Council will oversee the ownership of vital resources, 
governance, military, socioeconomic programs, and public goods in a crisis state indefinitely; 
 
23. Further affirms that even under compliance in the second phase, the crisis state cannot regain 
its sovereignty until the Trusteeship Council deems it an economically and politically feasible 
option for both the crisis state and the international community; 
  
24. Confirms that the Untied Nations, following the establishment of the Trusteeship 
Infrastructure Program, will call under review the following states as identified as ‘High Alert’ 
and ‘Very High Alert’ countries on the Fragile States Index 2015. The member states categorized 
as ‘Very High Alert’, who will enter phase one at the time of the formal establishment of the 
Trusteeship Infrastructure Program, are here forth named: 

a. South Sudan 
b. Somalia 
c. Central African Republic 
d. Sudan 

 
25. Further confirms that the following countries will also be called into review by the 
Transitional Infrastructure Program upon its establishment as they are identified as ‘High Alert’ 
countries: 

a. Democratic Republic of the Congo 
b. Chad 
c. Yemen 
d. Syria 
e. Afghanistan 
f. Guinea 
g. Haiti 
h. Iraq 
i. Pakistan 
j. Nigeria 
k. Cote d’Ivoire 
l. Zimbabwe 

 
26. Further designates that the United Nations trusteeship intervention program must commit to 
taking a more active role in providing economic incentives for adherence to the trusteeship 
program so as to encourage the factions to reintegrate and participate in effective governance; 
 
27. Decides to remain actively seized of the matter. 


