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Letter from the Director 
 
Dear delegates, 
  
Welcome to the United Nations Security Council. My name is Ryan Karimi and I will be 
serving as your director at CAHSMUN 2017. I am currently a Grade 12 Student at St. 
George’s School. This will be my the ninth hotel Model UN conference and the seventh as a 
staff or secretariat member. Model UN has been a part of my life since Grade 9; in fact, my 
first delegate experience was in the World Health Organization at CAHSMUN 2014. I also 
directed the Canadian Security and Intelligence Service during CAHSMUN 2016. In my spare 
time, I enjoy reading, hiking and camping, and working on my school’s Student Government. 
  
To succeed in this committee, you, the delegates, will have to first and foremost follow your 
country’s foreign policy. This committee is unique in a number of ways, one of them being the 
fact that Russia, China, the United States, the United Kingdom, and France all have a veto 
power. In other words, it is in your best interest to be as diplomatic as possible while still 
working in your country’s best interests; if your resolution goes against the policy of one of 
the veto power countries, one of these five delegates may choose not to pass your resolution. 
  
Here are some words from your Chair: My name is Vivian, and I am delighted to serve as your 
chair. I am currently in Grade 12 at Richmond Christian School, and CAHSMUN 2017 may 
well be my last high school MUN conference. Since Grade 10, I have appreciated the wide 
array of experiences MUN has to offer. From writing intense debate to meeting new friends, I 
hope you have the opportunity to learn about the community I have grown to adore. Outside 
of MUN, I can probably be found trying to sing songs from Disney movies, eating popcorn, or 
emulating my favourite character from The Office, Dwight Schrute. I also enjoy working with 
special needs children. I look forward to meeting you soon, and to a wonderful conference! 
 
Sincerely, 
Ryan Karimi 
UNSC Director – CAHSMUN 2017�
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Committee Description: 
 
The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) is the primary peacekeeping organ of the 
United Nations. UNSC works to diffuse acts of aggression and threats to the maintenance of 
peace both internationally and intranationally; in the words of the UN Charter, the UNSC 
serves to “investigate any dispute, or any situation which might lead to international friction or 
give rise to a dispute, in order to determine whether the continuance of the dispute or situation is 
likely to endanger the maintenance of international peace and security[.]” It is the only body of 
the UN with the power to pass legally binding resolutions. In other words, in the process of 
joining the United Nations, member states agree to carry out the resolutions passed by the 
UNSC. If a country fails to comply to a resolution, she is usually met with punitive measures. 
These measure include, in order of increasing severity, the investigation of the issue, the 
recommendation of procedures for peaceful resolutions, calling upon member states to 
enforce economic sanctions, calling upon member states to sever diplomatic relations, and as 
a last resort, the use of military force. 
 
There are fifteen members of the Security Council: ten rotating members and five permanent 
members, those being China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States. The 
ten non-permanent members rotate every two years, with five members being replaced every 
year. The current non-permanent members are Egypt, Senegal, Angola, Japan, Malaysia, 
Uruguay, Venezuela, New Zealand, Spain, and Ukraine. 
 
The Security Council was created on October 24th, 1945, when the victors of World War 
Two, the five permanent members of the UNSC, ratified the UN Charter. There were initially 
only six non-permanent members, those being Australia, Brazil, Egypt, Mexico, the 
Netherlands, and Poland. However, in 1965, this section of the charter was amended to 
expand the UNSC to five permanent and ten non-permanent members. The first formal 
meeting of the UNSC was on January 17th, 1946, in London. The first peacekeeping missions 
deployed by the UNSC were the UN Truce Supervision Organization (UNTSO; a semi-
permanent mission to stabilize the Middle East) and the UN Military Observer Group in India 
and Pakistan (UNMOGIP; a mission to observe the ceasefire in Jammu and Kashmir). Both 
these missions continue to operate to this day. 
 
Other notable missions include the first UN Emergency Force (UNEF I), organized by 
Canadian Prime Minister Lester Pearson to address the Suez Canal Crisis, the UN Assistance 
Mission for Rwanda (UNAMIR), and the African Union-UN Hybrid Operation in Darfur 
(UNAMID).  
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Topic A: Illegal Deforestation 
Overview 
 
Illegal logging, defined by the World Wildlife Fund as “the harvesting, transporting, 
processing, buying, or selling of timber in violation of national laws[,]” is a common practice 
to address increasing demand of timber and wood derivatives (like wood pulp or paper). It is 
alternately defined by ecological economist Luca Tacconi as “a range of illegal activities related 
to forest ecosystems, forest industries, and timber and non-timber forest resources. 11” In fact, 
it is the rapid rise in demand for these products over the last century that has led to the rise of 
illegal logging; laws that prevent removing trees too quickly or logging entire forests are often 
disregarded, posing a serious threat to not only the native flora and fauna that depend on the 
trees, but also to local communities whose livelihoods depend on affected forests. Aside from 
illegal timber harvesting, other activities that constitute illegal logging include: 
 

•! Violations of property rights (typically those of indigenous peoples or public/private 
owners of land), 

•! Violations of regulations put forth by forest management organizations, 
•! Violations of transport or trade regulations, 
•! Violations of financial, accounting, and/or tax regulations 

 
Illegal logging tends to undermine legitimate business by taking resources from timber 
companies that act responsibly and abide by local laws and regulations. The World Wildlife 
Fund estimates that 73% of Indonesia’s timber, 25% of Russia’s timber, and 70% of Gabon’s 
timber is produced illegally2; it also estimates that around seventy countries worldwide are 
significantly affected by illegal forest activities. 
 
Attempts to address this issue have been made; in September of 2006, legislators from the G8, 
China, India, Brazil, Cameroon, the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Gabon, Ghana, 
Indonesia, Malaysia, the Republic of the Congo and Peru met to discuss methods of reducing 
illegal logging. Non-governmental organizations, such as the Environmental Investigation 
Agency and Global Witness have also been focused on raising awareness of this issue. 
 
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1https://books.google.ca/books?hl=en&lr=&id=VZ3oG6uIyxcC&oi=fnd&pg=PR5&dq=illegal+logging&ots=YOhx
1l-2xz&sig=-WjuQlZiCfneiZ4L-1inLLQul6k#v=onepage&q=illegal%20logging&f=false 
2 http://www.wwf.org.au/our_work/saving_the_natural_world/forests/threats/illegal_logging/ 
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Timeline: 
 
1998 – A study conducted by British and Indonesian officials estimates that around 40% of 
Indonesia’s timber output is illegal. The illegal timber produced that year was valued at over 
$365 million. The study has since been revisited and the number increased to a shocking 88%. 
 
September, 2001 – The East Asia Forest Law Enforcement and Governance Ministerial 
Conference takes place in Bali, bringing together representatives from 20 different countries, 
as well as numerous representatives from non-governmental organizations. 
 
May, 2003 – The EU Forest Law Enforcement, Governance, and Trade Action Plan is 
presented by the European Commission, aiming to negotiate voluntary partnership 
agreements with timber producing countries. 
 
October, 2003 – The Africa Forest Law Enforcement and Governance Ministerial Conference, 
held in Yaoundé, Cameroon, brings together minsters and timber harvesters in hopes of 
forming partnerships between producers and consumers to reduce illegal logging. 
 
November 22nd to 25th, 2005 – The Russian Federation hosts the Europe and North Asia 
Forest Law Enforcement and Governance Ministerial Conference in Saint Petersburg, with the 
logistical assistance of the World Bank. 
 
May 22nd, 2008 – In the United States, the Lacey Act (a law that prohibited the trade of 
wildlife, fish, and plants that have been illegally harvested or transported) is amended to make 
it more difficult to import plants that have been harvested in contradiction with the laws of 
the country in which the plants were harvested.  
 
November 2012 – The Australian Government signs the Illegal logging Prohibition Act into 
law, which “makes it a criminal offense to intentionally, knowingly or recklessly import or 
process illegally logged timber or timber products.3” 
 
March 3rd, 2013 – The EU Timber Regulation goes into effect, prohibiting the placement of 
illegally harvested timber or timber derivatives for the first time. The regulation has since been 
criticized by Greenpeace for being ineffective, as there is no reliable method to discern 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
3 http://www.agriculture.gov.au/forestry/policies/illegal-logging 
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fraudulent documents from authentic ones, and thus, invoices and sales records must be 
accepted at face value. 
 
2014 – A report titled The Voluntary Partnership Agreement process in Central and West 
Africa: from theory to practice is published by the Food and Agriculture Organization of the 
United Nations.  
 
2014 – The United Nations Environment Programme estimates the value of all the illegal 
timber harvested in 2014 to be around $100 billion (USD), which accounts for around 30% of 
the global timber trade. 
 

Case Study: Brazil 
 
Brazil, South America’s largest country by land area, population, and economy, is heavily 
forested; it is estimated that 70% of the country is natural rainforest, located primarily in the 
Amazon Basin. Over the last century, Brazil has experienced rapid deforestation; from 2000 to 
2010, the average rate of deforestation was 0.4% (meaning that 0.4% of Brazil’s forests were 
logged or otherwise cleared in a given year). There has been some improvement, however, 
seeing that, from 2010 to 2015, the average rate of deforestation fell to 0.2%4. It is also 
estimated that over half the wood coming from Brazil’s largest timber-producing regions is 
harvested illegally. These estimates are made by analyzing dated satellite images of regions of 
the Amazon, and comparing them against invoices for timber sales. Discrepancies can be 
attributed to illegal logging. 
 
Though the Brazilian government claims to have made significant improvements in the last 
decade, in 2014, Greenpeace published a report which uncovered long-term and regular abuse 
of Brazil’s forests, further augmented by a flawed and largely ineffective monitoring system. 
The report presented numerous methods illegal loggers use to mask their trail; these include 
over-reporting the number and size of rare trees, logging protected trees, and over-extracting 
timber. Marcio Astrini, a Greenpeace campaigner who aided in the publication of the 
aforementioned report, says “logging in the Brazilian Amazon is absolutely out of control. The 
current control system is being used to launder illegal timber.” In other words, criminals are 
taking advantage of the weak and susceptible structure Brazil’s monitoring and punitive 
systems.  
 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
4 http://www.illegal-logging.info/regions/brazil 
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Brazil’s logging system relies on the distribution of ‘credits’ by government officials which 
grant permission to a company or individual to log a certain amount of trees. Illegal loggers 
bypass this measure by bribing individual landowners to obtain more credits than they need 
and sell them excess credits to the illegal loggers. The loggers then go to an area of land that is 
protected and proceed to log. Once the timber has left the area, it becomes very difficult for 
third party investigators to determine the source of the timber. The investigators see that the 
loggers have credits, and assume that the logs came from the land of the person who sold the 
loggers the credits in the first place. 
 
Despite government reassurances that the system is being worked on and improved, the 
federal prosecutor of the state of Pará, Bruno Valente, claimed that “certainly the situation is 
not improving. It may be the same as before or it may be getting worse.” Valente further 
emphasized the importance of the government tightening its control system and committing 
more to validating logging claims made by companies and individuals. 
 
Aside from taking money out of the economy and contributing to the dodging of taxes, the 
practice of illegal logging is extremely detrimental to the incredible biodiversity of the 
Amazon rainforest. As a result of aggressive logging, 10 mammalian, 20 avian, and 8 
amphibian species have already been condemned to extinction in the Amazon. A team of 
researchers from Imperial College, London, created a statistical model to predict the 
‘extinction debt’ of the Amazon over the next few decades, that is, the number of species that 
could go extinct due to damage already done. They considered four possible scenarios, the two 
most extreme being ‘Business as Usual’ (in which logging continues at its current rate) and 
‘Strong Reduction’ (in which deforestation is reduced by 80% in the years leading up to 2020). 
In the ‘Business as Usual’ scenario, an additional 15 mammalian, 30 avian, and 10 amphibian 
species are expected to go extinct by 2050. However, the most shocking finding of the model is 
that, under the ‘Strong Reduction’ scenario, 38, as opposed to 55, species would go extinct by 
2050.  
 
More along the lines of issues typically pertinent to the Security Council, illegal loggers have 
recently utilized an unprecedented level of violence to accomplish their goals and evade 
capture. They have been accused of torching giant areas of indigenous reserves to conceal 
their theft of timber and distract government field agents and native militias. These deliberate 
fires, coupled with natural forest fires from drought, have threatened the survival of the 
nomadic Awá tribe. Settled indigenous communities have been forced to work with 
government firefighters to contain the destruction brought about by these illegal loggers. 
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Many tribes who inhabit these forests have resorted to a form of vigilante justice through the 
creation of “Forest Guardian” patrols. The Guajajara and Ka’apor tribes are two of the most 
prominent in this regard; feeling dissatisfied with government effort, they have taken patrol of 
their lands into their own hands. According to eyewitness accounts, clashes have become 
increasingly violent, with gunfire regularly being exchanged between lumberjacks and 
indigenous peoples. This begs the question: is military intervention necessary? And on which 
side? 
 

Case Study: Indonesia 
 
This country, situated in South East Asia, has experienced massive deforestation between 1998 
and 2001. Several reports outlining this issue have been published. The Final Cut, by Eia 
Telapak, was published in 1999; it was the first public report to alert to the public of the extent 
of Indonesia’s deforestation. In fact, Indonesia’s tropical rainforests are being destroyed at a 
rate faster than those of Brazil, not only expressed as a percentage of total land area, but in 
terms of square kilometers of land cleared. The majority of the illegal logging at hand takes 
place in Sumatra and Kalimantan, mainly consisting of low-lying, peat forests (the only 
habitat in the world in which tigers, orangutans, elephants, and rhinoceroses co-exist). Illegal 
logging accelerates global warming by removing CO2-absorbing trees; however, the practice of 
logging peat forests is even more volatile, as one is removing the greenhouse gas-absorbing 
cover over an area of land that produces greenhouse gases on its own. Largely due to this, 
Indonesia is the world’s third largest greenhouse gas producer, following the United States 
and China. 
 
A study was conducted by the University of Maryland, in which researchers used satellite data 
to measure rates of deforestation, uncovered fraudulent figures presented by the Indonesian 
government from 2009 to the present; making matters worse, this period of time follows a 
moratorium on logging national forests. The study concluded that the moratorium was a 
failure; Indonesia’s growing population and demand for logs, paper, palm oil, etc. is driving 
illegal logging to rates never before seen by the country. The problem is further compounded 
by the widespread corruption and lack of law enforcement in Indonesia’s provincial and 
municipal governments.  
 
However, in 2013, a landmark ruling was made by Indonesia’s Constitutional Court. The 
court ruled in favour of locals and against the government; the court reviewed a 1999 forestry 
law, finding that the government should not classify forests inhabited by indigenous peoples 
as State Forest Areas. This is significant, as Indonesia’s government previously had the ability 
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to hand out logging licenses for the land under its ownership. It is estimated that the ruling 
affects 30% of Indonesia’s forests. As a result of the ruling, around 40 million indigenous 
people are the owners of their ancestral lands5. However, government officials and logging 
companies criticize the ruling as being purely ceremonial and difficult to practically enforce. 
Supporters of the ruling retort by saying that the ruling will eventually lessen social conflicts 
over the aforementioned lands; they argue that perhaps the ruling is ceremonial in nature, but 
it is an important step forward in the practical enforcement of the idea behind the ruling. 
 
With regard to issues pertaining to security, several incidents in Indonesia’s recent history 
stand out. For example, in March of 2013, around fifty villagers from the North Sumatra 
province travelled to Jakarta to protest the detainment of 16 farmers; conflicts arose between 
the indigenous communities of the Humbang Hasundutan district and the pulp and paper 
corporate conglomerate Asia Pacific Resources International Holdings (APRIL). To 
summarize, farmers caught APRIL employees entering a frankincense forest, a part of the 
farmers’ customary lands. The employees were seen cutting down the trees and replacing 
them with eucalyptus, thereby depriving the community of an area of significant economic 
and cultural value. The farmers protested the company’s actions, but their pleas were ignored. 
When the employees returned to the forest a few days later, clashes broke out between the two 
groups. Eventually, 31 farmers were detained by police; 15 were released, but the 
aforementioned 16 remained in police custody. 
 
In analyzing the reason that conflict occurred, one would find that it was largely due to the 
fact that the company’s logging license overlapped with disputed with the customary land of 
indigenous peoples. These sorts of conflicts are alarmingly common in Indonesia, and should 
be an area of focus for the delegates of this session of the Security Council. 
 

Case Study: Eastern Africa 
 
The majority of wood products in North American homes are sources from the same African 
forests inhabited by endangered species, such as rhinoceroses and lions. Unfortunately, a 
significant amount of that wood is harvested, transported, bought, and/or processed illegally. 
In September of 2015, the governments of Kenya, Tanzania, Uganda, Madagascar, and 
Mozambique (countries whose forests cover around half of all their land) committed to 
stopping their reckless and unsustainable logging habits. 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
5 https://news.mongabay.com/2013/03/dozens-arrested-after-community-fights-deforestation-by-paper-company-in-
indonesia/ 
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The WWF predicts that a loss of 30 million acres of forest is expected to occur in East Africa 
between 2010 and 2030 if major changes are not made. However, progress is being made. The 
Zanzibar Declaration on illegal Trade in Timber and Other Forest Products was made in 
2015, aiming to fund research regarding illegal logging and establish inter-governmental 
communication in the region. In many ways, the situation mirrors that in Indonesia and 
Brazil. 
 

UN Involvement: 
 
The main work done on this topic by the United Nations must be credited to the United 
Nations Environmental Programme. Research has been done, in the form of a rapid response 
assessment titled The Environmental Crime Crisis6. The report estimated that terrorist groups 
operating in East Africa, such as Al Shabaab, are estimated to make $38-$56 million every year 
through the trade of illegal charcoal. Across of all of Africa, terrorist and militia groups make 
upwards of $289 million through the untaxed, unregulated charcoal trade. Clearly the issue of 
environmental crime extends beyond illegal logging. The report further states that the total 
value of the illegal logging industry falls somewhere between $30 million and $100 million 
every year.  
 
The report exposes the method by which illegal products are sold legally in countries in which 
illegal timber is prohibited. According to the UNEP, “For pulp and paper production, 
networks of shell companies and plantations are used to funnel illegal timber through 
plantations, or to ship wood and pulp via legal plantations. These methods effectively bypass 
many current customs efforts to restrict the import of illegal tropical wood to the US and EU.” 
 
However, no United Nations body has taken substantial action beyond issuing 
recommendations and conducting research on the topic of illegal logging. 
 

Possible Solutions: 
 
Listed in the order of efficacy on the short-term to the long-term, delegates should consider 
the following solutions to the issue of illegal logging. 
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
6 http://www.unep.org/newscentre/default.aspx?DocumentID=2791&ArticleID=10906&l=en 
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Surveillance: 
 
In reference to the aforementioned study conducted by the University of Maryland, 
researchers have developed an approach called the Global Land Analysis and Discovery alert 
system to combat illegal logging. It is a piece of software that uses an algorithm to analyze 
satellite images of tropical Peruvian, Congolese, and Indonesian rainforests, and quantitatively 
measure rates of deforestation. Though this program is unable to actual stop loggers from 
logging in prohibited areas, it can help researchers and officials catch logging before too much 
damage is done. 
 
This project is the spiritual successor to the Global Forest Watch, an online forest monitoring 
system launched in 1997 by the World Resources Institute. However, at that time, satellite 
images were difficult to obtain, and expensive. When Google partnered with the organization 
in 2014, satellite imagery suddenly became relatively cheap and abundant. These images are of 
high enough quality to detect new roads and pathways cutting through old-growth forests.  
 
Local Law Enforcement: 
 
Pertaining to Brazil’s strategy of allowing indigenous tribes to take ownership of their own 
lands and combat illegal loggers on their own, allowing locals to fight off illegal loggers could 
potentially be a viable solution. 
 
On the plus side, this method would not involve massive dedication of resources on the part 
of a country’s government. Furthermore, the indigenous peoples of illegally logged areas have 
the most incentive to see the logging stop; in other words, they have every reason to fight 
hard. Governments could potentially utilize existing military forces to train locals in wielding 
arms, and dedicate a portion of their security resources to that cause. 
 
Of course, this method has its obvious downsides. By giving non-government forces the 
permission to fight illegal loggers, a government is essentially condoning vigilante justice. The 
best case scenario might be one where a country’s citizens lose a little faith in their 
government’s ability to combat illegal loggers within its borders. The worse case could 
scenario could be vigilante mobs, secessionist movements, and the collapse of a government. 
Those are, of course, extreme outcomes; however, it is important for delegates to consider 
them when implementing this form of solution. 
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Disincentivization: 
 
There are several ways to go about dis-incentivizing companies from logging illegally; 
governments could mandate that logging companies who are caught illegally logging pay 
severe fines. These companies could have their licenses to log confiscated, or be forced to pay 
a higher tax rate. The idea is essentially to outweigh the profit gained by logging illegally with 
financially punitive measures. 
 
However, ultimately, the only way to end the production of a supply of illegal lumber is to 
eliminate the demand. Fortunately, in many developed countries, particularly in Western 
Canada and United States, there is already a market for ethically sourced products (products 
whose materials from which they were constructed were sourced from companies that do not 
use child labour, slave labour, etc.). The Security Council could reduce the demand for illegal 
timber by tasking other UN bodies with promoting/rewarding companies that adopt these 
practices, perhaps through tax breaks and advertising campaigns. 
 
UNSC Intervention: 
 
Lastly, the Security Council could send peacekeepers into areas with high rates of 
deforestation to bring the logging under control. Though peacekeepers are usually reserved 
for humanitarian crises, the rapid loss of biodiversity and extinction of species in some 
regions could warrant such a response. However, this necessitates the question of what 
precisely peacekeepers are there to do? Is the idea simply to put an end to armed conflict? Or 
can one party be identified as the perpetrator and the other as the victim? Should 
peacekeepers act independently of national and regional governments, or cooperate with 
them? Delegates must consider the finer points of this solution if they wish to advocate it. 
 

Bloc Positions: 
 
Developing Nations 
In the most general sense, countries that have not yet achieved the quality of life of countries 
such as France, the United States, etc., tend to support corporate interests in the hopes of 
raising national revenue and increasing quality of life. These countries can be identified by 
glancing at a country’s population pyramid; countries that fit this category tend to have 
pyramidal structures, as opposed to the rectangular shapes of developed countries. Again, to 
generalize, these countries often present a case against climate change that goes something like 
“Developed countries had the chance to exploit their natural resources to develop their 
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industries that enable those countries to have their high quality of life: why can’t we do the 
same?” Delegates of developed countries are encouraged to identify the flaws in this argument, 
but also to respect these countries’ right to development. 
 
Developed Nations 
Generally characterized by their rectangular and inverted pyramidal shapes of population, 
these nations boast a high quality of life and low birth and death rates. These countries, with 
their industrial infrastructure already in place, can devote more time and energy towards 
conservation efforts. For example, take Norway; this country has undertaken substantial 
environmental initiatives (like attempting to have all cars on their roads be electric) largely 
because of the relative security afforded by its oil revenue, strong fiscal policy, low population, 
and high quality infrastructure. 
 
These next two are not so much blocs consisting of countries as they are important stakeholders 
in the issue of illegal logging present in every country of the Security Council. 

 
Corporations 
Often times, corporations are the main party to be held accountable for the presence and 
acceleration of illegal logging. In an effort to maximize profit above all else, these corporations 
log old-growth and protected areas. However, incentivizing corporations to change their ways 
to prioritize sustainability and ethical sourcing may well be the most viable long-term solution 
to this issue. This is further discussed in the ‘Potential Solutions’ section. 
 
Indigenous Peoples 
This group of people, present in many developing countries, is an integral stakeholder in the 
resolution of this issue. Countries such as Brazil have adopted strategies of granting 
indigenous peoples a certain level of autonomy in dealing with illegal loggers. However, 
governments are understandably concerned with granting too much authority to such 
groups, as such, revolutionaries often were tasked with quelling indigenous populations. 
Delegates must consider the role of indigenous populations in the local maintenance and 
supervision of forests. 
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Discussion Questions: 
 

1.! Are the levels of conflict, deforestation, and biodiversity loss severe enough in regions 
experiencing illegal deforestation enough to warrant military intervention? 

 
2.! Do individual governments have the power to completely end illegal logging in their 

own borders? Or is international intervention necessary? 
 

3.! If international, military presence is necessary, whose side should be taken? Loggers 
who are being attacked and killed by natives? Or indigenous people who are trying to 
protect their land? 
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