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LETTER FROM SECRETARY-GENERAL 

 

Dear Delegates, 

I am thrilled to welcome you to the first session of HAS-MUN 2025! As your Secretary-General, 

it is a true honor to lead this incredible event, which stands as a testament to our school's 

dedication to promoting global awareness and developing diplomatic skills among our 

students. 

This year’s conference gathers young leaders from various backgrounds, all united by our 

common goal of tackling the urgent challenges our world faces today. The issues we will 

address demand innovative thinking, collaboration, and a commitment to finding solutions that 

reflect our shared humanity. 

Hosting HAS-MUN is not just a privilege; it comes with great responsibility. We strive to foster 

an environment that promotes respectful debate, critical analysis, and the spirit of cooperation 

that the United Nations represents. I encourage each of you to seize this opportunity to learn, 

grow, and engage with your fellow delegates in a passionate and thoughtful manner. 

As you prepare for the conference, I urge you to approach your research with curiosity and an 

open mind. Familiarize yourself with your assigned country's position and be ready to 

advocate for its interests while also considering the viewpoints of others. Remember, effective 

diplomacy relies on negotiation and compromise. 

I want to extend my heartfelt thanks to our organizing committee, faculty advisors, and 

volunteers who have dedicated their time and energy to making this event a reality. Their 

commitment ensures that HAS-MUN 2025 will be a memorable and impactful experience for 

everyone involved. 

Let us unite to make history at HAS-MUN 2025. I eagerly anticipate witnessing your passion 

and dedication as we embark on this journey toward understanding and cooperation. 

 

Warm regards, 

 

 

Rozita CAN   

Secretary-General,   

HAS-MUN 2025 

LETTER FROM THE CHAIR 
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LETTER FROM CHAIR 

 

Dear Delegates, 

Welcome to the Model United Nations conference! It is an honor to serve as your Chair for the 
Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC). This year, we will delve into a 
critical and timely topic: Regulating Arms Trade in the War Against Terror. 

As we gather to discuss this pressing issue, it is essential to recognize the complex interplay 
between arms trade, terrorism, and international security. The proliferation of weapons can 
exacerbate conflicts, empower extremist groups, and undermine global peace efforts. In our 
discussions, we will explore how effective regulation of arms trade can contribute to countering 
terrorism and ensuring a safer world for all. 

Delegates, I encourage you to approach this topic with an open mind and a willingness to 
engage in constructive dialogue. Consider the perspectives of various nations, the historical 
context, and the ethical implications of arms trade. Your research will not only deepen your 
understanding but also enhance the quality of our debate. 

Throughout our sessions, we will focus on identifying innovative solutions that balance national 
security interests with humanitarian concerns. It is crucial to remember that effective regulation 
requires collaboration among nations, as well as the involvement of international organizations 
and civil society. 

I am excited to witness your passion, creativity, and diplomacy as we tackle this significant 
issue together. Let us strive for a constructive and respectful environment where every voice 
is heard and valued. 

Wishing you all the best in your preparations, and I look forward to an engaging and productive 
conference. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Şeyma Nur ÇİMİÇ 

Chair, Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC) 

HAS-MUN, 2025 
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ABOUT THE COMMITTEE: DISEC 

The First Committee of the General Assembly is one of the six main committees and focuses 

on disarmament and related international security issues. It addresses global challenges and 

threats to peace that impact the international community while seeking solutions to these 

problems. 

Key considerations include the capabilities and limitations of nations, conflict mitigation, and 

the establishment of oversight and monitoring mechanisms. Given the complexity of the topics 

discussed, research and resolution writing need to be detailed and emphasize the practical 

implementation of ideas. Furthermore, because many discussions can be divisive, the most 

effective proposals will be inclusive and promote international cooperation. 
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REGULATING ARMS TRADE IN THE WAR AGAINST TERROR 

Introduction 

Since the 9/11 attacks in 2001, terrorism has become a major global concern, with ongoing 

attacks carried out by religious extremists. Are terrorists merely fanatics to be defeated, or is 

terrorism a symptom of genuine global injustices? Can we effectively prevent terrorism without 

compromising civil liberties? 

Political violence has always been part of human society, but modern terrorism traces its roots 

to the political dynamics of the 19th and 20th centuries, where small radical groups sought to 

disrupt states by bombing buildings, assassinating leaders, and committing other violent acts. 

This would not be possible without the substantial arms these groups manage to obtain. 

Arms dealers provide power—the power to support a regime, challenge the status quo, and 

lend legitimacy to an idea through violence. In exchange, they seek only money. Given this 

dynamic, it’s no surprise that the arms industry generates annual revenues exceeding the 

GDP of some small nations. Firearms become coveted symbols of power; businesses, aware 

of their influence, often sell weapons indiscriminately, sometimes supplying both sides of a 

conflict. Consequently, arms traders have been linked to a growing list of violent coups, armed 

juntas, and terrorist activities. 

International Terrorism 

Definition(s) of Terrorism 

The term “terrorism” is highly sensitive and lacks a universally accepted definition, making it 

unlikely that a consensus will ever be reached. The UN has been attempting to negotiate a 

legally binding Comprehensive Convention on International Terrorism for decades, but 

progress has been slow. 

Three main sectoral protocols have been established: the International Convention for the 

Suppression of Terrorist Bombings (1997), the International Convention for the Suppression 

of the Financing of Terrorism (1999), and the International Convention for the Suppression of 

Acts of Nuclear Terrorism (2005). Although there are several other sectoral conventions, a 

comprehensive agreement on terrorism remains elusive. 

Common definitions of terrorism typically include four characteristics: 

1. The use or threat of violence aimed at political, religious, or ideological change. 

2. It is perpetrated exclusively by non-state actors. 
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3. The intent is not to target specific individuals but to influence a government or instill 

fear in the general populace. 

4. It is both illegal under the law and inherently immoral. 

The Global Terrorism Database offers a slightly different perspective: 

1. The incident must be intentional, stemming from a conscious decision by the 

perpetrator. 

2. It must involve some level of violence or an immediate threat of violence. 

3. The perpetrators must be sub-national actors. 

4. At least two of the following three criteria must also be met:  

o The act aims to achieve political, economic, religious, or social change. 

o There is an intention to coerce, intimidate, or communicate a message to a 

broader audience beyond the immediate victims. 

o The action occurs outside the bounds of legitimate warfare activities as defined 

by international humanitarian law. 

Additionally, two types of terrorist behavior can be identified: terrorist attacks (such as car 

bombings and shootings in cities like Brussels and Paris) and terrorist organizations like ISIS, 

which possess the capacity to control large territories and have a state-like structure. However, 

these two types often overlap within the same organization. 

A terrorist group is generally defined as a non-state actor that employs terrorism to achieve its 

objectives. This definition encompasses not only groups like ISIS or Al-Qaeda, often labeled 

as “terrorist groups” by the media. 

All these criteria are open to interpretation and debate. A particularly contentious issue is 

whether the use of force is permissible in the context of national liberation and self-

determination. In many conflicts, one side views a group as legitimate freedom fighters, while 

the other sees them as terrorists. This perception was especially prevalent in the 19th and 

20th centuries, when colonized nations rebelled against oppressive colonial powers, many of 

which were branded as terrorist movements. Consequently, former colonial powers and newly 

independent nations struggle to find common ground on the definition of terrorism. 

Perception plays a critical role; some states may recognize a group as a legitimate “freedom 

fighter group,” while others label the same entity as a terrorist organization. 

Overview 
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The number of incidents classified as terrorism by the Global Terrorism Database has been 

increasing since data collection began in 1970, with a notable surge occurring in the early 21st 

century. 

According to the Global Terrorism Index, the countries with the highest number of terrorist 

incidents in 2015 were Iraq, Afghanistan, Pakistan, India, the Philippines, Yemen, Ukraine, 

Nigeria, Egypt, Libya, and Syria—most of which are experiencing ongoing conflict. 

 

International Arms Trade 

Definitions 

Arms 

The Cambridge Dictionary defines arms as any devices used to harm, defeat, or destroy in a 

conflict. For the United Nations, arms encompass a wide range of military weaponry, including 

tanks, armored vehicles, submarines, aircraft carriers, missiles, battleships, and gunboats, as 

well as small arms like revolvers, pistols, rifles, and carbines. 

Armed Conflict 

According to the Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, "conflict" refers to physical 

confrontations between two or more parties with clear political disagreements. In international 

humanitarian law, a distinction is made between "international armed conflicts" and "non-

international armed conflicts." However, both types are categorized as armed conflict as soon 

as one or more state or non-governmental groups use armed force against others. This 

definition holds true regardless of the reasons behind the confrontation or its intensity, even in 

the absence of open hostilities. No formal declaration of war or acknowledgment of the conflict 

is required; the classification of a situation as an "armed conflict" should be based solely on 

factual conditions. 
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Nevertheless, states often hesitate to acknowledge that they are in a state of armed conflict. 

They may seek to avoid appearing weak and fear losing influence on the international stage. 

Opposition from non-state actors might lead a government to deny the existence of any 

"conflict" at all; such governments may choose to ignore these groups externally while 

suppressing them internally. 

Facts and Figures 

The volume of international arms trade saw a significant increase during the 20th century, 

particularly as a political tool during the Cold War. In the arms race between the USA and the 

USSR, both countries supplied weapons to their proxies around the globe, especially in so-

called third-world nations, to bolster their military and political influence. 

Following the Cold War, international arms trade declined, hitting its lowest point in 2000. 

However, since then—likely influenced by events such as 9/11—this trade has been steadily 

rising again. Between 2012 and 2016, the transfer of major weapons reached its highest levels 

since the end of the Cold War. 

Estimates indicate that international arms trade was valued at $72 billion in 2010, with recent 

reports suggesting this figure has climbed to approximately $100 billion annually. The five 

largest exporters—USA, Russia, China, France, and Germany—account for about three-

quarters of total trade exports. Notably, 43% of global arms imports are directed towards Asia 

and Oceania, with India currently holding the title of the world's largest importer, accounting 

for 13% of all arms trade. Other Asian countries, such as Vietnam, have significantly increased 

their arms imports by 202% over the last five years. 

In addition to Asia and Oceania, the Middle East stands as the second-largest importing 

region, responsible for 29% of global imports from 2012 to 2016. Saudi Arabia ranks as the 

second-largest arms importer globally, while Qatar has ramped up its imports by 245% over 

the past five years. Most arms imports in the Middle East come from Europe and the USA. 

Despite lower oil prices, Middle Eastern nations have continued to increase their weapon 

imports due to rising regional tensions and conflicts, contributing to the region's instability. 

In Africa, Algeria was the largest arms importer, accounting for 46% of all imports to the region. 

In sub-Saharan Africa, Nigeria, Sudan, and Ethiopia emerge as the largest importers, all 

currently engaged in conflict. 

Conversely, imports by nations in Europe and the Americas have been decreasing between 

2012 and 2016. 
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International Action 

Arms Trade Treaty 

The Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) is an agreement adopted by the United Nations General 

Assembly that came into effect in 2014. It has been ratified by 92 countries and signed by an 

additional 42. In the final vote, only the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Iran, and Syria 

opposed it, while 23 nations abstained, including prominent ones like China, Russia, India, 

and Saudi Arabia. 

The ATT aims to regulate the international trade of conventional weapons, contributing to both 

international and regional peace, reducing human suffering, and promoting cooperation, 

transparency, and responsible behavior among states. It specifically addresses international 

arms trade and does not restrict domestic arms sales or individuals' rights to bear arms, to 

respect the national sovereignty and legislative authority of member states. 

International Action 

Arms Trade Treaty 

The Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) is an agreement adopted by the United Nations General 

Assembly, which came into effect in 2014. It has been ratified by 92 states and signed by an 

additional 42. In the final vote, only the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Iran, and Syria 

opposed it, while 23 countries abstained, including notable nations like China, Russia, India, 

and Saudi Arabia. 

The ATT aims to regulate the international trade of conventional weapons, contributing to both 

international and regional peace by reducing human suffering and promoting cooperation, 

transparency, and responsible action among states. Importantly, the treaty focuses solely on 

international arms trade and does not restrict domestic arms trade or individuals' rights to bear 

arms, thus respecting the national sovereignty and legislative authority of member states. 
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Member states are required to monitor their arms exports, ensuring compliance with arms 

embargoes and preventing the export of weapons that could be used to violate human rights 

or humanitarian law, including acts of terrorism. Therefore, the ATT addresses not only inter-

state arms trade but also the supply of weapons to non-state actors. 

To achieve these goals, member states must implement and enforce standardized arms import 

and export regulations. They are also expected to track the destinations of exports to prevent 

them from reaching areas where they might contribute to human rights abuses, either directly 

or through transit states. 

However, many nations that are signatories to the ATT or similar agreements have been 

criticized for failing to adhere to the rules they formally accepted. For instance: 

• China has provided ammunition and small arms to Sudan, which are used by security 

forces and militias in Darfur, as well as to South Sudan and the Democratic Republic 

of the Congo. 

• France has supplied arms to Libya under Gaddafi, as well as to Egypt, Israel, Chad, 

and Syria between 2005 and 2009. 

• Approximately 10% of all Russian arms exports are believed to go to Syria, making it 

the largest arms supplier to that country. Russia has also supplied helicopter gunships 

to Sudan and is poised to become a major military equipment exporter to Egypt. 

• The UK has sold arms to countries with poor human rights records, such as Sri Lanka. 

• The USA has supplied arms to over 170 countries, often without adequate precautions 

in places like Iraq, Israel, Sri Lanka, Bahrain, Egypt, and Yemen. 

This noncompliance can be attributed partly to political motivations, as some countries seek 

to support specific groups, ideologies, or governments, reminiscent of Cold War dynamics. 

Additionally, arms-producing companies, driven by profit, often find ways to evade regulations. 

Programme of Action 

The “United Nations Programme of Action to Prevent, Combat and Eradicate the Illicit Trade 

in Small Arms and Light Weapons in All Its Aspects” was adopted by the UN in 2001. The 

Programme of Action (PoA) aims to combat illicit arms trade—illegal and clandestine trade 

that is more challenging to supervise than conventional arms trade. Despite its difficulty, it is 

crucial to regulate. 

Unlike the ATT, the PoA focuses exclusively on small arms (which can be used by a single 

person, such as revolvers and rifles) and light weapons (which can be operated by one to 
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three people, like machine guns and portable anti-tank guns). This focus arises from the 

significant role of small arms in illicit trade and the potential dangers they pose even after 

conflicts have ended, as many remain in circulation. 

The PoA mandates member states to regulate arms trade and manufacturing within their 

borders and to monitor and control exports across state lines. Member states must supervise 

these activities to enforce existing UN embargoes both nationally and internationally. 

Moreover, member states are urged to remain vigilant against illegal arms trade. They must 

establish strict laws and penalties to deter illicit activities related to arms. 

Embargoes 

An embargo is a prohibition on trading certain goods with specific states and can be imposed 

by the UN, individual countries, or other entities like the OSCE or EU. Few UN embargoes are 

mandatory for all member states, and they are rarely directed at states; currently, only the 

Democratic Republic of the Congo, Libya, Iran, Sudan, and Belarus are subject to a mandatory 

UN arms embargo. More often, these embargoes target non-governmental forces, sometimes 

encompassing all such groups within a nation (e.g., Iraq, Lebanon, Yemen, Central African 

Republic, Democratic Republic of the Congo), while at times, specific groups like ISIS, Al-

Qaeda, or the Taliban are named. 

Other arms embargoes may be imposed only by certain states, as not all UN member states 

agree on embargoes against others. Often, Western nations collaborate on embargoes; for 

instance, the EU and the USA maintain about ten joint arms embargoes. In many cases, veto 

powers like Russia or China strongly oppose these embargoes, particularly those against 

Syria or Iran, even though they themselves face specific arms embargoes from the EU and 

the USA. 

Not all embargoes encompass all arms; for example, the UN embargo on Iran is limited to 

items that could be used in relation to nuclear weaponry. 

Problems and Criticism 

There are several loopholes in arms trade regulations, particularly concerning embargoes. For 

instance, clients often purchase only components of weapons from multiple countries, 

meaning no single nation takes full responsibility. 

Additionally, many national arms companies outsource production to factories in countries with 

less stringent laws. Since the laws of the producing country apply, they can avoid stricter 

regulations from their home country. 
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Moreover, it is estimated that 20% of all international arms trade is illicit, complicating 

supervision and enforcement of restrictions. Weapons frequently cross multiple borders, and 

there is often a lack of security at borders and ports, particularly regarding international 

oversight. A more comprehensive transboundary approach is needed to effectively address 

these issues. 

 

Fueling Terrorism through Arms Trade 

In recent decades, the dynamics and understanding of conflicts have undergone significant 

changes. Non-state actors have become increasingly prominent and involved in various types 

of conflicts. Established mechanisms for managing and responding to these conflicts, 

developed by the international community, are now being challenged. The ability of the 

international community to hold non-state actors accountable for their actions is limited. 

Current security governance systems, including the UN Security Council, primarily facilitate 

transactions between states, which complicates efforts to address non-state conflicts. 

Several challenges complicate the regulation of arms trade involving non-state actors: 

• Unpredictable Hierarchies: The changing hierarchies within non-governmental 

groups make negotiations difficult and unpredictable. 

• Communication Issues: There are typically only non-binding contacts with non-state 

actors, leading to unreliable statements and a lack of continuity in goals, membership, 

and power dynamics. 

• Ongoing Violence: Continued unrest and the persistence of non-state violence can 

occur even after formal peace agreements, as seen in Iraq and Afghanistan. 

• Complex Interests: The intertwining interests among non-state actors and between 

these actors and nations create a complex web of economic and geopolitical 

motivations. 

• Emerging State-like Organizations: Non-state actors, such as ISIS and Al-Nusra, 

are increasingly resembling state-like organizations, blurring the lines between state 

and non-state actors, especially as unstable governments lose control over their 

territories. 

Terrorist attacks rely heavily on access to significant quantities of arms, which are not always 

newly acquired. For instance, reports from Amnesty International indicate that when ISIS 

captured Mosul in Iraq, it gained access to a vast arsenal of weapons previously stored there, 
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a result of numerous arms trades to Iraq by various international partners, particularly the US 

and the ex-Soviet Union. Consequently, ISIS utilizes weapons from over 25 countries, with 

many manufactured between 1970 and 1990. These arms were often supplied during the Iran-

Iraq War, in which at least 28 nations provided weapons to both sides, and again during the 

US-led invasion of Iraq post-2003. Corruption within the military and its control mechanisms 

facilitated ISIS's access to these weapons, illustrating how today’s arms deals can impact 

terrorist activities decades later. 

Access to older weaponry is just one aspect of the issue. Many nations provide monetary and 

arms support to non-state actors deemed terrorist groups by others. Similar to ISIS, groups 

like Boko Haram, Al-Nusra, and Al-Qaeda often acquire arms from captured cities or their 

adversaries. 

Additionally, criminal organizations such as the Mafia recover or purchase arms—often left 

behind after armed conflicts in unstable regions—and sell them to terrorist groups. Some 

nations also openly supply rebel factions, which may be labeled as terrorist organizations by 

others, to further their geopolitical interests (e.g., Turkey, Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab 

Emirates providing weapons to various groups in Syria). 

A pressing concern today is the supply of lone-wolf terrorists. EU officials have suspected that 

illegal weapons are flowing freely through Europe’s Schengen zone, which allows for near 

frictionless travel across borders, while European leaders struggle to address this trade 

effectively. There are clear connections between organized crime and terrorism, particularly 

through routes originating from the Balkans, posing new challenges for the international 

community that must be urgently addressed. 

Issues a Resolution Could Address 

• Defining Terrorism: While reaching a universally agreed definition of terrorism has 

proven difficult, a clearer definition could help construct stricter regulations. 

• Implementation of Treaties: Numerous sectoral treaties partially address problematic 

areas but often lack proper implementation and enforcement. 

• Closing Loopholes: Existing loopholes in arms trade make current international 

agreements and embargoes seem ineffective. It is vital to close these loopholes to 

prevent major exporters and importers from circumventing regulations. 

• Outsourcing Production: Outsourcing arms production to nations with weak security 

measures facilitates arms reaching the black market more easily. 
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• Illicit Trade Control: Much arms trade occurs illicitly. Stricter controls on trade and 

shipments could help reduce arms trafficking and prevent terrorists from acquiring 

weapons. 

• Securing Stored Arms: Terrorists often gain access to state-controlled arms 

stockpiles. It is in the interest of many states to reduce this access pathway. 

• Direct Support of Terrorist Groups: While states cannot afford to directly support 

terrorist organizations, there is evidence that some groups receive direct supplies of 

arms and combat training. 

What role can technology play in preventing illegal arms trafficking? 

Technology can play a significant role in preventing illegal arms trafficking in several ways: 

1. Enhanced Surveillance and Monitoring 

• Drones and Aerial Surveillance: Unmanned aerial vehicles can monitor borders and 

remote areas for suspicious activities related to arms trafficking. 

• Satellite Imagery: High-resolution satellite imagery can detect unusual gatherings or 

movements, helping to identify potential trafficking routes. 

2. Data Analysis and Intelligence Sharing 

• Big Data Analytics: Analyzing large datasets can help identify patterns and trends in 

arms trafficking, allowing law enforcement to anticipate and prevent illegal activities. 

• Machine Learning Algorithms: These can be trained to detect anomalies in shipping 

and trade data that may indicate illicit arms movements. 

3. Blockchain Technology 

• Supply Chain Transparency: Blockchain can create tamper-proof records of arms 

transactions, making it easier to verify the legality of weapons and track their 

movement through the supply chain. 

• Smart Contracts: These can automate compliance checks for arms sales, ensuring 

that all parties adhere to regulations before transactions are completed. 

4. Secure Communication Tools 

• Encrypted Messaging: Secure communication applications can facilitate information 

sharing among law enforcement agencies, NGOs, and international organizations, 

enhancing collaboration in combating arms trafficking. 
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5. Biometric Identification 

• Tracking Personnel: Biometric systems can help identify individuals involved in arms 

trafficking, making it easier to track and apprehend suspects. 

• Access Control: Biometric systems can ensure that only authorized personnel access 

sensitive areas, such as military depots or arms manufacturing facilities. 

6. Automated Detection Systems 

• X-ray and Scanning Technology: Advanced imaging technologies can be used at 

ports and borders to detect hidden weapons in cargo. 

• AI-Powered Risk Assessment: AI can assess cargo manifests and shipping patterns 

to flag high-risk shipments for further inspection. 

7. Public Awareness and Reporting Tools 

• Mobile Apps: Apps can allow citizens to report suspicious activities related to arms 

trafficking anonymously, enhancing community involvement in prevention efforts. 

• Educational Campaigns: Technology can be used to disseminate information about 

the risks of arms trafficking and promote community vigilance. 

8. International Collaboration Platforms 

• Data Sharing Networks: Creating platforms for countries to share intelligence and 

data on arms trafficking can enhance collective efforts to combat the issue. 

• Joint Task Forces: Technology can facilitate communication and coordination among 

international law enforcement agencies working together to tackle arms trafficking. 

By leveraging these technological advancements, governments, organizations, and 

communities can significantly enhance their efforts to prevent illegal arms trafficking and 

improve overall security. 
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Sources and Further Reading 

· https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2013/03/global-arms-trade-treaty-a-beginners-

guide/  

· https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2012/06/big-six-arms-exporters/  

· https://www.amnesty.org.uk/how-isis-islamic-state-ISIS-got-its-weapons-iraq-syria  

· http://www.css.ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/gess/cis/center-for-

securitiesstudies/pdfs/Conflict-Analysis-Tools.pdf   

· http://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/  

· http://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/downloads/Codebook.pdf  

· https://www.icrc.org/eng/assets/files/other/opinion-paper-armed-conflict.pdf   

· https://www.sipri.org/commentary/blog/2017/state-major-arms-transfers-8-graphics 

· https://www.sipri.org/commentary/essay/2011/global-security-governance-system-

meetingtomorrows-challenges-yesterdays-tools  

· https://www.sipri.org/databases/armstransfers 

UNODA – United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs 

Home | Small Arms Survey 

IANSA - International Action Network on Small Arms 

Research for non-violent futures | World Peace Foundation 

Human Rights Watch | Defending Human Rights Worldwide 

 Research and reports - Control Arms  

 War and terrorism - Manual for Human Rights Education with Young people  

 Research and advocacy projects 

 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2013/03/global-arms-trade-treaty-a-beginners-guide/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2013/03/global-arms-trade-treaty-a-beginners-guide/
https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2012/06/big-six-arms-exporters/
https://www.amnesty.org.uk/how-isis-islamic-state-ISIS-got-its-weapons-iraq-syria
http://www.css.ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/gess/cis/center-for-securitiesstudies/pdfs/Conflict-Analysis-Tools.pdf
http://www.css.ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special-interest/gess/cis/center-for-securitiesstudies/pdfs/Conflict-Analysis-Tools.pdf
http://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/
http://www.start.umd.edu/gtd/downloads/Codebook.pdf
https://www.icrc.org/eng/assets/files/other/opinion-paper-armed-conflict.pdf
https://www.sipri.org/commentary/blog/2017/state-major-arms-transfers-8-graphics
https://www.sipri.org/commentary/essay/2011/global-security-governance-system-meetingtomorrows-challenges-yesterdays-tools
https://www.sipri.org/commentary/essay/2011/global-security-governance-system-meetingtomorrows-challenges-yesterdays-tools
https://www.sipri.org/databases/armstransfers
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https://www.smallarmssurvey.org/
https://iansa.org/
https://worldpeacefoundation.org/
https://www.hrw.org/
https://controlarms.org/research-and-reports/
https://www.coe.int/en/web/compass/war-and-terrorism
https://www.reachingcriticalwill.org/resources/publications-and-research/research-projects/10738-confronting-the-arms-trade-and-war-profiteering

