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Welcome Letter
 Hello delegates! My name is Chelsea Evans and I am the head chair for the UNEP for 

BMUN 67! I am a senior at UC Berkeley originally from Southern California and I study Civil 

and Environmental Engineering here at Cal! In BMUN, I am the Under Secretary General of 

Research, meaning I helped plan the committees this year for BMUN! On campus, I am also 

part of Engineers Without Borders (EWB) where we work on providing water to communities 

in Panama, Peru, and Nicaragua. Specifically, I am on the design team and help use various 

computer programs to help build water systems in Panama! In my (very little) free time, I 

enjoy taking my dog Chancho to the beach and watching the Great British Bake Off. I am so 

excited for this years conference! This is my eighth and final year in MUN, and I know this will 

be the best conference yet! Next, you will read the bios of my AMAZING vice chairs!

 Dylan Alcantara went to Edison High School where he was a part of the MUN 

program throughout. He’s going into his second year here at Cal and is so pumped to be 

chairing BMUN for the second time.  He is really passionate about burritos, The Office, and 

international relations. Outside of BMUN, he is a part of the organization Younglife which 

has created a really great community of people with similar values for him within our huge 

campus. Over the summer, he worked at Costco as one of those people who try to sell you 

cable, so he is also super passionate about that. He also went on some awesome trips to 

Panama, London, Greece and more. Celine, Julia, and Chels are his very best friends and we 

can’t wait to work together this year to create the best possible committee for you all.  He 

can’t wait to work with you to develop solutions for these super important topics!

 Hey everyone! It’s your girl Julia Geer, a junior at UC Berkeley. She is from Huntington 

Beach and attended Huntington Beach High School (Go Oilers! haha) where she first began 

her MUN career. Going into her third year at Cal, she is excited for what the year holds in 

store for her. She will actually not be able to see your beautiful faces at conference as she 

plans to be studying abroad in Ireland during the time of the conference but she will still 

be very active in preparing for the conference. Outside of BMUN, she is a proud member of 

Delta Gamma sorority and spends her free time with her adoring sisters. She is a passionate 

dog lover, having two at home named Rufus and Lily, and she is an avid Michael Scott fan; 

she really sees a lot of herself in his character. Dylan, Celine and Chels are her bestest friends 
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and she is so excited to work alongside them to help you grow and debate these pressing 

international issues.

 Celine Wherritt is a freshman at Berkeley studying Environmental Economics and Policy 

with a Global Poverty and Practice minor. This year, she will be one of the Vice-Chairs of 

UNEP. Originally from Orange County, California, Celine has been an active member in MUN 

for the past 7 years. Outside of BMUN, she is heavily involved in Associated Students of the 

University of California (ASUC) and her sorority Alpha Phi. In her free time, she enjoys getting 

matcha lattes with her best friend who lives in the floor below, acting, watching Disney 

movies, and competitive napping. She is a proud owner of 3 doggos and 1 (dead) succulent. 

Celine is so excited to see what unique and innovative solutions delegates will discuss in 

committee this year!

As you can see, the four of us are so excited to see you all at conference this year! Research 

up, and if you need any help, just ask us via the committee email!

Chelsea Evans

Head Chair, United Nations Environment Programme

Berkeley Model United Nations, Sixty-Seventh Session
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TOPIC 1: ACCESSIBILITY TO CLEAN DRINKING WATER
 For this topic, I plan for our committee to be driven to find realistic and implementable 

solutions for Accessibility to Clean Drinking Water in the international community. While 

clean drinking water may seem trivial to those of us raised in suburban households in the 

USA, 3 in 10 people worldwide (2.1 billion people) do not have access to clean drinking water 

within their households. Further, 6 in 10 people lack safely managed sanitation. Although 

international organizations such as the UN International Children’s Fund (UNICEF) and 

the World Health Organization (WHO) have made many efforts over the years to broaden 

the accessibility to clean water, the Joint Monitoring Programme (JMP) report, Progress 

on drinking water, sanitation and hygiene: 2017 update and Sustainable Development 

Goal baselines, concludes that there are too many people that lack access to clean water, 

specifically in rural areas of the world. Access to clean water is a huge health hazard to 

people affected. Due to lack of sanitization, every year 361,000 children under 5 years of age 

die due to diarrhea from contaminated water. Further, unsanitized water also links to the 

transmission of diseases such as cholera, dysentery, hepatitis A, and typhoid, causing a major 

crisis in regards to health in the international community.

 In regards to the UN Environmental Programme (UNEP), we will be specifically focusing 

on how to address these issues on a case by case basis by analyzing particular populations, 

how they are affected, and how we can create unique and tailored solutions for individual 

communities. One common impediment faced in almost all of these communities is the fact 

that water is not economical. For many people, especially those living under $4 a day, it 

is difficult to afford the upfront costs to construct a toilet, tap into a water line, or build a 

rainwater harvesting and storage unit. This is crucial to consider while designing solutions as 

a great solution can only be implemented if it is economically feasible for these populations.

 With that all in mind, let’s dive deeper into the various nuances that make this topic 

especially complex: accessibility, health and sanitation, and economic accessibility.

Accessibility
 One of the biggest obstacles with water is accessibility to it. Accessibility is a 

multidimensional concept used in many disciplines including planning, geography, 
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architecture, medicine, building technology, and engineering. For us, water accessibility 

means that people need to be able to physically reach the source and afford the cost of 

water. Within this, the rapid pace of urbanization and population growth in the developing 

community has attributed to this disparity in accessibility (UN Habitat). Due to this expansion, 

more and more people are left in cities without adequate provision of drinking water 

(Norstrom, Mcconville, & Kain). This has led to 137 million urban inhabitants not having 

access to a quality water supply, with the most substantial gaps exist between the richest 

and the poorest city dwellers of Africa, the Americas, and Asia (“Why Water? The Water Crisis 

in Africa”). 

Sub-Saharan Africa
In Sub-Saharan Africa, 319 million people are without access to improved reliable drinking 

water sources. Two thirds or about 102 million of the 159 million people still using surface 

water live in Sub-Saharan Africa due to lack of access of piped water, posing a huge health 

concern for these people. Since water isn’t available in homes, people of these communities 

generally have to travel on foot to the nearest water source for drinking water. This means 

that children will bear the burden of walking miles every day only to collect water from 

streams and ponds that are contaminated with waterborne diseases. The physical and time 

burden of water hauling was found to fall primarily on women and girls who make up 72% of 

those tasked with fetching water (“Why Water? The Water Crisis in Africa”)

Figure 1: How many people use a source of drinking water that is protected from 

contamination? (WHO/Unicef Joint Monitoring Programme)
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Latin America
 The Latin American region has made tremendous advances in recent decades in 

expanding accessibility of clean drinking water. The percentage of people in Latin America 

and the Caribbean with direct access to water has increased from 33 percent of the 

population in 1960 to 85 percent by 2000; however, there is still work to be done as this 

still leaves 77 million people without a water connection in their homes – 51 million rural 

residents and 26 million urban residents (“Water Problems in Latin America”). In Latin 

America, accessibility issues are due to the water sources themselves. Major aquifers 

(accounting for 40-60 percent of the water supply) in this region are being threatened by 

pollution and overexploitation from the agricultural sector. 

Figure 2: Graphic with Statistics of South America.
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 Specifically, in Mexico 102 of 653 aquifers are overused, causing farmers to switch from 

water-intensive crops like cotton to less profitable grain crops used to feed cattle because 

the aquifers no longer produced sufficient water to grow cotton. In regards to pollution, many 

major lakes and river basins in South America are under great strain from both population 

growth and agricultural run-off, making the water nearly undrinkable (“Water Problems in 

Latin America”). 

 On the following page, there is a very comprehensive graphic that has compiled many 

important statistics for South America. Most importantly, almost 40 million people do not 

have access to drinking water in households; however, Latin America is the continent with the 

greatest accessibility to water worldwide. The reason why there is still a huge discrepancy is 

due to the fact that this water is not available to everyone or is just tainted by contamination 

listed previously (“Access to Water”).

South Asia
 While South Asia supports more than 21 percent of the world’s population, it only has 

access to about 8 percent of global water resources (Batcheler). South Asia is home to nearly 

1.6 billion people; however, due to population growth and urbanization, cities are increasingly 

seeing water shortages. In India, 22 of 32 cities face daily water shortages. In Kathmandu, 

Nepal, it is typical for citizens to wait in queues for hours to obtain water from the city’s 

ancient, stone waterspouts. In Karachi, Pakistan, both water shortages and electricity have 

led to unrest and protests.

 One interesting aspect to this issue that makes the water crisis in South Asia 

particularly interesting is that the region is surrounded by water. The economic growth, food 

and energy security, and sustainable development of the region have been dependent on 

rivers such as the Indus, Ganges, and Brahmaputra; however, due to industrial development 

in the region, these rivers have undergone a considerable amount of pollution. Additionally, 

the condition of these rivers has gotten exponentially worse due to poor domestic 

management of water resources and increasing variability in rainfall and climate patterns 

that have made South Asia highly susceptible to floods, droughts, and natural disasters.
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Figure 3: People lining up to collect water in Myanmar (The Guardian).

Health and Sanitation
 As stated in the section above, clean water is essential for health and sanitation, and 

not having access to clean water poses a serious threat to the well being of the world’s 

populus. Since 1990, the number of people without access to safe water sources has 

remained constant at approximately 1.1 billion people; of these people, about 2.2 million 

die every year due to waterborne diseases, leading to half of the world’s hospital beds being 

filled with people suffering from such diseases (Peprah 3). These diseases are typically types 

of diarrheal diseases, including Cholera, and other serious illnesses such as Guinea worm 

disease, Typhoid, and Dysentery (“Waterborne Diseases). Currently, 100 million people lack 

access to sanitation, and 2.4 billion people live with poor sanitation facilities.

 Basic sanitation services are defined as a use of improved sanitation facilities that are 

not shared with other households that have the ability to flush or pour-flush toilets connected 

to piped sewer systems, septic tanks, or pit latrines. These systems are vitally important 

when drafting solution plans for accessibility to water as adequate sanitation is a necessity 

for any successful solution. Inadequate sanitation results in an increase of diarrheal disease, 

which mostly affects children under the age of 5. The highest proportion deaths related to 

waterborne illnesses occur in countries with high mortality patterns, such as in Africa and 
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parts of South-East Asia. Most diarrheal deaths in the world are caused by lack of access to 

safe water, hygiene, and sanitation (“Water, Sanitation, and Hygiene”).

 In relation to health and sanitation, sewage is also an extremely important factor 

to consider. Proper disposal of sewage can increase resilience to waterborne disease risks 

with methods including sanitary sewage disposal, safe water piping materials and storage, 

and education on hygienic behaviors (“Waterborne Disease Related to Unsafe Water and 

Sanitation”). If sewage is not treated properly, it can cause much larger problems “down 

the line,” as the untreated sewage can enter rivers, lakes, underground aquifers and oceans 

causing a future of more waterborne illnesses (“Water Filter Answers”).

 Lastly, climate change-induced flooding and droughts impact household water 

and sanitation infrastructure. Specifically, flooding can allow the dispersion of faecal 

contaminants into water sources, increasing the risk of outbreaks of waterborne diseases. 

Additionally, droughts cause water shortages that increase risks of diarrheal diseases. Thus, it 

is important to tailor specific solutions for areas that are susceptible to these environmental 

issues in order to ensure that their water supplies can be enhanced and protected even in 

times of climate change-induced disasters (“Waterborne Disease Related to Unsafe Water 

and Sanitation”).

 As you can see, health and sanitation is an extremely large portion of this topic, 

and while your first priority is creating solutions towards the accessibility of water sources, 

ensuring the cleanliness of these sources is vital to your solutions.

Economic Accessibility
 Although this was mentioned in an earlier section about Accessibility, Economic 

Accessibility is one of the major impediments to providing people with water. Economic 

accessibility is defined as the ease at which water facilities are affordable to all persons 

including the poor in a way which does not limit their ability to afford other essential basic 

services such as food, housing and health care. With that in mind, water is currently deemed 

economically accessible if a household’s monthly income spent on it does not exceed 5% 

(Frone and Frone, 2013). In developing countries around the world, population growth and 

migration strain already existing water and sanitary infrastructure and further will complicate 
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the planning and construction of new infrastructure (Peprah 5). Regionally, Sub-Saharan 

Africa has the greatest drinking water spending needs, with the largest disparities seen 

in rural areas. In contingent to this, there is a large water price inequality seen for poorer 

families in these areas. In 2000, poor people paid between 1.5 and 2.8 times more for their 

water than non-poor families, which is also a much higher percentage of their income for 

water. Further, the quality of the water that they were given was far worse, which only 

increases the risk of waterborne illnesses which can be both deadly and costly (“Water 

Problems in Latin America”). 

INTERNATIONAL ACTIONS
The UN and Water
 Various organs of the United Nations have done an immense amount of work to 

broaden accessibility to water globally. The most prominent of these is the creation of UN-

Water, which is the United Nations inter-agency coordination mechanism for all freshwater 

related matters. It was created in 2003 by the UN System Chief Executives Board for 

Coordination in order to provide a platform to address water related issues and maximize 

all UN efforts in this field (UN-Water). Their three areas of focus are to inform policies, 

monitor and report data, and inspire action in order to achieve the objectives in Sustainable 

Development Goal 6 (SDG6) on water and sanitation. For policy, UN-Water was at the heart 

of agreements such as the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the 2015 Paris 

Agreement within the UN Convention on the Framework of Climate Change (“Sustainable 

Development Goals”). In regards to monitoring and reporting data, UN-Water provides 

coherent and reliable data and information on key water trends and management issues in 

order to push for solution making efforts. Specifically, in this objective, UN-Water works with 

all of the custodian agencies of the SDG 6 global indicators, including the work of the WHO 

and UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme (JMP) for Water Supply, Sanitation, and Hygiene, 

the inter-agency initiative GEMI, and UN-Water Global Analysis and Assessment of Sanitation 

and Drinking-Water (GLAAS). With that, UN-Water uses their integrated monitoring initiatives 

to engage with countries to support the development of long-term institutional capacity for 

monitoring and bettering accessibility to clean drinking water (“Monitor and Report”).
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Figure 4: UN-Water providing support to countries in their monitoring efforts

The UNEP and Water
 The UNEP has followed suit with efforts towards the betterment of water accessibility 

in the international community. Their goals and efforts are outlined in the UNEP’s Freshwater 

Strategy 2017-2021, which is designed to connect the UNEP’s work for clean water 

accessibility with various partners and stakeholders in order to make action happen. In these, 

the UNEP focuses directly on achieving SDG6 with regards to freshwater ecosystems, water 

quality and pollution, integrated water resources management (IWRM), and water-related 

conflict and disasters (“UN Environment’s Freshwater Strategy 2017-2021”). These efforts 

include advancing integrated water resources management, tackling global water pollution, 

monitoring water quality, mainstreaming freshwater ecosystem health, and addressing 

water-related conflict and disasters (“About Water”). The two initiatives that I would like 

us to focus on as a committee is advancing integrated water resources management and 

monitoring water quality. 

 Integrated Water Resources Management (IWRM) is a process that involves the 

coordinated development and management of water, land, and related resources to water 

in order to ensure economic accessibility without compromising the sustainability of vital 
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ecosystems. In order to advance IWRM, the UNEP in coordination with UN-Water has pushed 

efforts on reporting for various countries on their IWRM statuses and water efficiency plans. 

Thus, the UNEP can properly address a country’s specific area of weakness and help them 

better clean water accessibility to meet SDG6 (“Advancing Integrated Water Resources 

Management”).

 For the second initiative of focus, the Global Environment Monitoring System for 

freshwater (GEMS/Water) is mostly geared toward data collection and solution building. 

With this, surface and groundwater quality monitoring data is collected globally and shared 

with GEMS which allows for calculations and measurements to be taken so that the UNEP 

can properly tailor solutions to assist these countries in meeting SDG6 (“Monitoring Water 

Quality”).

 While the UNEP’s actions towards aiding accessibility of water might seem rather 

basic, since it is essentially a lot of data collecting, steps like this are crucial in solution 

building for the international community.

CASE STUDIES
Flint, Michigan
 This case study is particularly interne to water related-susting, as it shows that even 

developed countries like the United States are not immune to water-related issues. In April 

of 2014, the city of Flint, Michigan changed their water supply from Detroit water system to 

Flint River, resulting in their tap water to become contaminated with high lead levels. During 

this switch, officials did not use a corrosion-control treatment on the lead pipes of this city 

to maintain the stability of rust layers in the service lines. After residents starting reporting 

smell and color changes of the water as well as various adverse health effects, their tap 

water was tested by engineers. The US Environmental Protection Agency states that a safe 

amount of lead in water is 15 micrograms per liter; in Flint, reports were as high as 5,000 

micrograms per liter, making household tap water considered hazardous waste. This spike 

in lead concentrations is because of the switch to Flint River as the main water source with 

no corrosion inhibitors used in this switch, causing all of the rust layers in the city’s piping 

network to be released into household tap water (“A Closer Look at What Caused the Flint 
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Water Crisis”). 

 It took nearly two years of protesting to make the water drinkable again. In April 

of 2018, the state of Michigan released test results showing that the city’s water quality 

finally tested below action levels defined in federal drinking water regulations. However, in a 

documentary released in August of 2018, it is shown that many Flint residents still face water 

issues from corroded pipes due to state and federal mishandling of the city’s water crisis, 

leaving many residents with little to no trust in government agencies (Taylor).

 The reason why this case study is so important is that it shows how much time and 

money are involved with issues of water. Even in a developed nation like the United States, 

people did not have access to clean water for years. This is due to the fact that renovating 

the pipe systems within Flint, Michigan would cost upwards of $55 million and would be a 

project that would take years to complete (Dolan). When creating your solutions, especially 

in areas that are lacking infrastructure, use instances similar to what happened in Flint, 

Michigan as a baseline of what to avoid in creating infrastructural changes in municipal 

water systems.

Figure : Protests in Flint, Michigan in November 2015.

Uganda 
 Uganda has experienced two decades of economic growth; although this is great for 
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the nation itself, the massive migration of people from rural communities to urban centers 

has put a massive strain on the municipal water supply of Uganda. Currently, 61 percent 

of Ugandans lack access to safe water and 75 percent do not have access to improved 

sanitation facilities, making Uganda have the worst water accessibility ratings in the world. 

While this is true, in the past few years, efforts from international organizations have helped 

alleviate this problem immensely. 

 Water.org started a project in Uganda in 2009 to provide people with water through 

financial services. Since their implementation, they have reached over 134,000 people 

and have provide $4 million in loans from WaterCredit. The concencept of WaterCredit 

has been implemented in 12 different countries and used by 15 million people; with this, 

small, repayable loans are given to those that need access to affordable financing to make 

household water and toilet solutions a reality. For this, loan repayment rates are over 

99 percent, showing this solution has been incredibly fiscally effective (“WaterCredit - A 

Microfinance Solution”).

 As a contrast to Flint, Michigan, the success story seen in Uganda is something that 

you can easily model solutions off of. While this isn’t a “one size fits all” solution, it certainly is 

a start to reaching the goals for greater water accessibility in the international community.

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER

1. Why is it that water is more expensive for poorer people in rural 

areas? How can this price disparity be mended?

2. What environmental issues impact water accessibility? How can 

we work around this and create solutions for this?

3. Where in the world is accessibility at its best? Where is it at its 

worst?

4. What can be done to prevent the spread of waterborne diseases?
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TOPIC 2: THE ILLICIT TRADE OF WILDLIFE

 Although Animal Poaching and the illicit trade of animals is a crime that has been 

going on for centuries, the United Nations has not seriously intervened with this issue until 

recently, and it is important that we continue to make strides in this topic as endangered 

species are incredibly vulnerable. To sum up the severity of the topic, here is a quote 

from former Secretary General Ban Ki Moon: “The environmental, economic and social 

consequences of wildlife crime are profound. Of particular concern are the implications 

of illicit trafficking for peace and security in a number of countries where organized 

crime, insurgency and terrorism are often closely linked.” As such, in June of 2014, the UN 

Environmental Agency of the UNEP held its first session to discuss illegal trade in wildlife. 

Following this, the UNEP published a publication series that presented views from the 

international community on global environmental issues and themes that are relevant to 

them and UNEP. This publication series is called Illicit Wildlife Trafficking: An Environment, 

Economic, and Social Issue. Within, the contributing authors including partners from the 

UNEP and the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) go into detail and highlight the main concerns for 

the illicit trade of wildlife and how this issue is inextricably linked with the economic, social 

and environmental dimensions of sustainable development, including the right to security, to 

health care and to adequate nutrition. 

 In regards to our committee in particular, the illicit trade of wildlife has had increased 

involvement of organized criminal networks and undermined governance frameworks and 

the potential to achieve sustainable development objectives. Thus, it will be our duty as the 

UNEP to dive into the causes of this criminal trade in order to prevent this spread in illicit 

trade in wildlife for the benefit of the international community. Traditionally, wildlife crime 

has been seen as being driven by the demand in consumer countries and facilitated by 

poverty in source countries. This means that the driving force behind the illicit animal trade 

comes from both a demand in developed countries with consumers willing to pay for these 

wildlife commodities as well as the inherent need for income from people in developing 

countries who are willing to commit criminal actions to make a paycheck. This cyclical crisis 

has spiralled into a seemingly unstoppable trade that has been increasingly dominated by 
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criminal networks that are better organized, better equipped, and possess more extensive 

trade links spanning continents.

 While the task of solution creating for the Illicit Trade of Wildlife seems impossible, 

I chose this as our second topic in committee because it is something that I truly believe 

needs more recognition in the international community in order to be solved. By putting your 

efforts into researching this topic, I hope that you not only discover what the international 

community can do to mend this issue, but also what you can personally do to help contribute 

to the solution! Let’s delve deeper into many of the factors that contribute to the illicit trade 

of wildlife: consumers, poachers, runners, syndicates, manufacturers, and vendors.

 On the following page is a diagram of how all of those components create a cyclical 

issue with animal poaching. Here are brief definitions on each of the components (seen in the 

diagram):

• Poachers: kill animals, such 

as removing tusks from 

Elephants

• Runners: illegally transport 

the materials gathered from 

the poachers 

• Syndicates: gather the 

materials from the runners 

and ship to manufacturers

• Manufacturers: modify 

materials to make them 

sellable products

• Vendors: sellers of materials 

to consumers

• Consumers: buyers of the 

products, fuel the market
Figure 1: The cycle of animal poaching, using 

Elephant Tusks (ivory) as an example.
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Poachers
 Actually understanding the typical poacher is extremely important to being able to 

solve this issue. Many documentaries made by conservationists tend to paint a picture that 

poaching is a white-man-khaki-dominated narrative; however, this is far from the truth. Many 

poachers are community members that simply just need the money to feed their families, 

with many ex-poachers citing they turned to poaching because of widespread poverty 

unemployment (Segedin). Further, poor governance can cause poaching to skyrocket due to 

chronic under funding of game management and protection. 

 Funding in regards to this issue is crucial; with lack of government funding, Wildlife 

Agencies and National Parks are left to fund themselves even though 90 percent of all 

protected areas are not able to fund independently. Due to scarcity in both government and 

private funding, protected areas become “paper parks”, i.e. protected areas that only exist 

on paper since no protection can be enforced (Baldus). Hunting bans are deemed ineffective 

as they are not enforced, and the local people are then denied a legal source of income and 

left with little to no incentive to protect wildlife. At the end of the day, the wildlife pays the 

bill.

Syndicates
 The market of animal poaching relies heavily on criminal syndicates in order to skirt 

local laws that protect wildlife and international laws that regulate legal wildlife trade. These 

syndicates function on both a local and regional level, running poaching and trafficking 

operations by paying poachers to deliver them animal parts. With this system, syndicates 

create the network that supports the supply of trafficking networks which can even involve 

distributing weaponry and bribing officials and police, making poaching an increasingly 

dangerous business. Once the materials are obtained, syndicates are then responsible for 

shipping them to manufacturers, which are typically international shipments. Illicit ivory, 

rhino horns, animal skins, and other products are smuggled to major departure points where 

they are shipped in disguise as legal goods such as furniture or peanuts, or they are fully 

concealed in cargo containers for larger shipments abroad.

 Seized shipments of ivory have been recorded to be as large as nearly 1800 pounds 
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in one shipment. In 2015, a shipment en route to Amsterdam contained 4,400 pounds of 

pangolin scales and 1,543 pounds of ivory (“Organized Crime & Criminal Syndicates”). 

However, as you can probably assume, many shipments make it through to manufacturers 

and make their way to consumers, so one essential part to any solution plan is an attempt to 

stop the shipments from leaving dock.

Figure 2: Seized shipment of ivory disguised as lumber.

Animals in Danger
 Animals that are currently endangered species yet are still being poached are as 

follows: leatherback sea turtle (for eggs), tigers (for skin and bones), javan rhinoceros (horns), 

amur leopards (for skin), northern sportive lemurs (for meat), and saolas (for horns) (Kerns). 

This is due to the fact that money is valued over animals, as poaching internationally is a $19 

billion business per year. One animal not on this list is the pangolin; however, the pangolin 

is the most poached animal in the world. The pangolin is a small mammal covered in large 

overlapping scales that are comprised of Keratin, and it is poached due to these scales. Their 

scales are used everywhere from fashion to medicine, and due to this, there have been more 

than one million pangolins poached in the past decade (“What Is the World’s Most Poached 

Animal?”). 

 When creating solutions, keep these animals in mind and note where they are 
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regionally, why they are at risk, and what steps we can take to prevent them from extinction.

Figure 3: The bust of the Indo-China Pangolin smuggling syndicate.

INTERNATIONAL ACTIONS
The UN and Illicit Trade of Wildlife
 In the past decade, the United Nations has put forth much effort to mitigate the 

illicit trade of wildlife. The United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) has worked 

alongside the UNEP to take action against the trade itself, and their efforts have made an 

impact in the international community. Specifically, the UNODC’s Global Programme for 

Combating Wildlife and Forest Crime (GP) aims to link regional efforts on a global scale 

in order to intensify international law enforcement against networks on regional and sub-

regional levels. In order to follow through with their goals, the UNODC uses specific technical 

assistance strategies that are designed to prevent, investigate, prosecute, and adjudicate 

crimes against protected species. These programs are currently working successfully in South 

East Asia, South Asia, East Africa, and Latin America (Ciupagea). 

 In regards to international legislation, the most important document for the mitigation 

of illicit trade of wildlife is the United Nations Convention on International Trade in 

Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora (CITES), with 183 nations currently ratified to 

it. Within this treaty, CITES protects roughly 5,000 species of animals and 28,000 species of 

plants. The parties of CITES are legally bound to implement these conditions; however, they 

do not take the place of national laws, meaning the signatory nations must adopt their own 
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domestic legislation to implement the regulations within CITES (“What Is CITES?”).

The UNEP and Illicit Trade of Wildlife
 In our committee, the UNEP has also been a leading UN body in ending the illegal 

trade of wildlife. With their efforts, they have focused on three major facets, and your 

solutions should mirror their work: delivering the best available science on threats to the 

future of wildlife, including those from illegal activities, improving the ability of nations to 

work together as a community to address the unprecedented threat from illegal trade in 

wildlife, and convening and empowering others to act. Due to their actions, there has been 

significant progress in bolstering global engagement and support for combating illicit trade 

in wildlife (“Wild for Life”).

 In order to garner global engagement, the UNEP started an awareness campaign 

called #WildForLife with the goal to put an end to the illegal wildlife trade once and for 

all. Since in launch in 2016, the campaign has already reached over 1.1 billion people 

and prompted 3.7 million social media engagements, showing a massive impact in the 

international community. While a social media campaign may seem trivial, the importance 

is alerting consumers. If people continue pledging to stop buying products from animal 

poaching, the market will slowly but surely disappear if the demand dies out (“Get the Facts: 

6 Things to Know about Environmental Crime”).

CASE STUDY
Kaziranga National Park
 Kaziranga is one of the most sought after wildlife holiday destinations in India, 

with 430 square kilometer area of meadows, lagoons, dense forests. Most importantly, 

Kaziranga National Park is home to more than 2200 Indian one-horned rhinoceros, which is 

approximately 2/3rd of their total world population. These rhinos have made one of the most 

remarkable come-backs in regards to endangered species, as before their population had an 

all-time low of just 200 animals (“Shoot to Kill?”). Thus, the Kaziranga National Park is viewed 

as one of rhino conservation’s biggest success stories in the international community. 
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Figure 4: Photo of the One-Horned Rhinoceros in Kaziranga

 One factor of their success that has been most effective was the help of the Indian 

government. As stated in a previous section, one of the major dilemmas in preventing 

the illicit trade of wildlife is that there is little to no funding for protection of these 

animals; therefore, having the support of their national government is a major key for 

success in regards to this issue. However, this success came at a cost for the surrounding 

communities. To achieve such a growth in rhino population, the Kaziranga National Park 

had to accommodate by expanding their perimeters. Thus, bordering villages had to be 

relocated entirely, in some instances by force if met with local resistance. Tensions reached 

a peak in July of 2015 when a seven year old boy was shot in the leg by a park ranger for 

trespassing on the grounds. Soon after this incident,  BBC visited the Kaziranga National 

Park, controversially dubbing Kaziranga as “the park that shoots people to protect rhinos” 

(Rowlatt). 

 This case study is important to the understanding that total conservatism is not 

necessarily the answer. The international community and our committee must strike a 

balance between authority and the people (Baldus). Successful wildlife conservation requires 

the involvement of the local population as well as strong leadership to ensure that poaching 

does not take place without jeopardizing the citizens of the nation.
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QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER

1. What is the most common reason animals are poached? How can 

the consumers be addressed to stop feeding into the illicit trade of 

wildlife?

2. What is more important to stop: poachers or syndicates? Why?

3. Where in the world is poaching at its worst? Why?

4. What international legislation has been successful in the mitigation 

of poaching? What legislation has not been successful? Why?
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