
 

 
  

 



 

Welcome Letter 

Dear Delegates, 
 
On behalf of the Huntington Beach High School Model United Nations Program, 
we would like to welcome you to our virtual Surf City XVIII advanced conference! 
 
Our annual Surf City conference upholds the principles and intended purpose of 
the United Nations. Delegates can expect to partake in a professional, well-run 
debate that simulates the very issues that those at the United Nations discuss every 
day. Both novel and traditional ideas will be shared, challenged, and improved. 
 
It is our hope that all delegates will receive the opportunity to enhance their 
research, public speaking, and communication skills as they explore the intricacies 
of global concerns through various perspectives, some of which may be very 
different from their own. We hope their experiences here give them new insight 
and values that they can apply outside of the realm of Model UN for the betterment 
of the world community. 
 
Although we will be entertaining a new style of a virtual conference, we hope all 
delegates will experience a fruitful and enhancing debate.Please do not hesitate to 
approach our Secretariat or Staff Members with any questions or concerns that you 
may have throughout the day. We wish the best to all our participants and hope that 
they may share a fulfilling experience with us! Enjoy the conference. 
 
Sincerely,  
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Meet the Dias 

Chair 1: Jacquie Race 
Hello delegates! My name is Jacquie Race and I am a senior here at HBHS and have been 
in the MUN program since I was a freshman! I love this program and it has given me a 
newfound interest in global affairs and debate. I am also a senior teacher, meaning that I 
work with other seniors in my class to teach freshmen how MUN works and how to 
become strong delegates. In my free time I love watching anime, my favorite being 
Attack on Titan, and listening to K-pop, my favorite groups including Seventeen and 
BTS. I am a part of the JV girls water polo team and also have had a part time job since I 
was a sophomore. I look forward to our upcoming conference and look forward to 
hearing about your solutions and see your debating skills! 
 
Chair 2: Emily Tran 

Hi delegates and welcome to the Surf City Conference! I am currently a senior at HBHS 
and have had a blast for the past four years debating so many different topics which has 
taught me so much about the world. I am also a member of the Track and Field team, 
finding a lot of fun in cheering on my teammates. Outside school, what I do in my 
pastime includes watching anime as well as scrolling through Yelp for the next great food 
place to check out. As an avid yelper, I find great pleasure in writing extensive reviews 
about delectable dishes and taking extremely professional pictures of food. I wish all of 
you to have a fun time at this conference and make sure to try your best. I can’t wait to 
meet you all at the conference! 
 

Chair 3: Cody Howell 

Hey everyone! My name is Cody Howell and I am a junior at HBHS and this will be my 
first conference that I get to be a Chair in! Hopefully it will not be my last. I have been in 
MUN for three years now and I have really enjoyed my time learning about international 
affairs and the importance of the UN. Other than MUN, I am also the community liaison 
for the BRIDGES Program here at HBHS and it has helped me stay active with some of 
the issues students face at school and at home. Even though I rarely have free time 
because of the joy that is homework, whenever I do have a break I like to watch literally 
anything that is on Netflix and I like to listen to 80s synth-pop and 60s to 70s psychedelic 
rock. I am very much looking forward to our upcoming conference and cannot wait to see 
how well everyone does. 
 

All Papers are due on January 2, 2020 by 11:59pm to 

surfcitymun.6thlegal@gmail.com   
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TOPIC 1: “Private Military Companies” 
 

BACKGROUND 

Private military companies (PMCs) are private organizations that trade military-like 
services when hired such as combat operations, bodyguard responsibilities and logistical training 
and support.1 Being private companies, they are not directly under government 
control/intervention. This means that their actions are not necessarily endorsed by the 
government of the country from which the PMC originates from. The first modern PMC was 
founded in Britain in 1960, named the Special Air Service that the British utilized against the 
Germans during WWII in the 1940s.2 3 Since then, the demand and utilization of PMCs by both 
governments and individuals has increased globally, as the market for military-like operations 
separate from political affiliation increases. In fact, the global market for PMCs and mercenaries 
is estimated to be around $100 billion USD.  

The term “mercenary” is often used interchangeably with PMCs. A mercenary is defined 
as an individual who is hired and paid to fight as a soldier for a country/group that they do not 
belong to. In a sense, they are soldiers through freelancing.4 However, their differences are 
important to note as mercenaries are illegal according to international law in the 1989 
International Convention against the Recruitment, Use, Financing and Training of Mercenaries, 
while PMCs themselves are legal.5 Technically, mercenaries can be hired by anyone, ranging 
from independent individuals to governments themselves. However, there are negative 
stereotypes surrounding the idea of a mercenary as a killer rather than someone there to protect 
their employer. In more simple terms, a mercenary is the individual hired to perform the tasks 
while a PMC is the organization that brings mercenaries together under one body.6  

PMCs often vary in size and services available for hire. Most if not all of the individuals 
hired in the company have military experience and or experience in military-related ventures. 
Those hired have specialized skill sets that make them and their services very expensive. This 
could mean they are potentially ex-military or ex-law enforcement, giving them essential 
prerequisites to carrying out the dangerous jobs they are hired for. Depending on the job they are 
hired for, some mercenaries can make upwards of $1,500 USD a day.7 The most common use for 
a PMC for an individual is personal protection and someone to act as a bodyguard. When 
governments hire PMCs, they are often utilized to carry out specific missions that the national 
government themselves will not be directly linked to. This can range from simple arm-to-arm 
combat to a detailed mission carried out against a terrorist group. For instance, Russia has been 
utilizing PMCs in their efforts to claim the Crimean Peninsula in Ukraine as their own territory.8 
The utilization of PMCs and mercenaries is more common than one might think. Governments 
around the world have been using mercenaries in recent years as a part of their strategic missions 
and operations. In fact, in 1026, 75% of the U.S. troops deployed in Afghanistan were 
contracted.9 The increased use of PMCs and mercenaries by the national government creates a 
wide scope of problems and loopholes which must be addressed in relation to this topic. 

Due to PMCs being privatized, the issue of accountability and responsibility bears much 
weight in relation to a mercenaries’ actions. An important question arises as to whether or not the 
company themselves is to blame when unnecessarily violent events occur, or the country the 
PMC is from themselves. Because the government themselves may not be the ones hiring the 
contractor, there is a lack of transparency for accountability. Countries may not have specific and 
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regulated laws related to PMCs and mercenaries which could act to prevent unnecessary violent 
outbreaks. Another major issue regarding PMCs and mercenaries is the lack of proper regulation 
to protect the citizens of the country they are deployed in, while upholding international law. The 
infringement of human rights by a mercenary onto a civilian has unfortunately, proved to be 
more than a sole occurrence. One of the more infamous occurrences was back in 2007 when 
contractors from the PMC Blackwater fatally shot 17 citizens in the Nisour Square in Baghdad. 
There are no exact details and information of the incident.10 Unfortunatley, there are multiple 
cases of civilians accusing mercenaries of utilizing their power to rape and seually abuse people. 
For instance, in 2018 a Yemeni woman accused a Sudanese mercenary fighter of brutally raping 
her, sparking heavy debate.11 However, this incident and the many others around the globe pose 
important questions and highlight the need for accountability and regulations for PMCs. The use 
of mercenaries threatens to destabilize a country through violent actions that could render their 
people defenseless. Multiple delegations from multiple countries have expressed their concern 
both within their own country and with the international community through the United 
Nations.12  

There are many important details to note when considering how to tackle issues 
surrounding private military companies and mercenaries. This first would be considering 
international laws and regulations which already exist, including specifications as to what makes 
a mercenary and so on. The most important legal document in this case would be the results of 
the Geneva Conventions. The Geneva Conventions create the foundational humanitarian laws 
used to protect the international community, specifically citizens in active war zones.13 
Mercenaries are not entitled to the status of combatant, meaning they cannot be classified under 
certain titles such as prisoners of war (POWs) outlined in the Geneva Conventions. This 
prohibits them from certain benefits given to prisoners or war in terms of prosecution and other 
details. Mercenarism itself is illegal according to the two conventions form the United Nations. 
However, the Geneva Conventions themselves do not recognize mercenarism as going against 
international law.14 It is essential for delegates to note both international law and its relation to 
country policy when creating solutions regarding this topic. 
 

UNITED NATIONS INVOLVEMENT 

In order to establish the boundaries of private military contractors, the United Nations has 
taken steps to lessen the concern of the complications that arise from them. Beginning in 1989 
yet only entering into force in 2001, the UN General Assembly passed the International 
Convention against the Recruitment, Use, Financing and Training of Mercenaries, or Resolution 
44/34. This convention defines and draws the border between mercenaries and PMCs, 
determining the illegality of a mercenary which violates the fundamentals of the Declaration of 
the Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co-operation among 
States.15 Furthering this narrative, in 2005, the Human Rights Council established the Working 
Group on the Use of Mercenaries in Human Rights resolution 2005/2 which has actively called 
for more regulations on PMCs, scrutinizing its lack of accountability and adequate legislation.16  

However, without the cooperation of the international community, much of this effort is 
rendered useless as many countries that are the most involved with PMCs have not ratified the 
convention.17 Furthermore, the UN has also begun using PMCs more frequently to support their 
mission abroad such as in Somalia due to its lack of trust in relying on the local police forces of 
the conflict zone countries; the PMCs have yet to enter as a combative role in these conflict 
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zones though in accordance to the Geneva Conventions, mainly being hired as bodyguards 
providing protective services.18 Thus, there has been no legislative framework regulating the use 
of PMCs as a transnational organization agreed upon by the whole international community. In 
fact, PMCs have tried to assert themselves more into the UN by advertising themselves as a 
cheaper and quicker alternative to peacekeepers.19  

While there hasn’t been a globally accepted agreement on mercenaries and PMCs, there 
has been effort to regulate the private sector. As solicited by the International Maritime 
Organization, the maritime industry has created the guidelines ISO/PAS 28007:2012 in which 
companies should comply with in order to provide armed personnel onto a ship20 in order to 
ensure the accountability of the organizations and the safety of those on and off board. There is 
also the non-binding Montreux Document which was drafted in 2008, stating that the legislation 
of the international community applies to PMCs as they have an obligation to humanitarian 
rights, but it does not form any new obligations for PMCs as a non-binding document.21 This 
document is endorsed by the International Code of Conduct for Private Security Service 
Providers, or ICoC, a self-regulatory project which attempts to oversee that it’s signatories, the 
private companies’, respect human rights as outlined by the Montreux Document.22 Additionally, 
the ICoC’s oversight of the PMCs is run by an independent association, the International Code of 
Conduct for Private Security Providers’ Association or ICoCA.  Based in Geneva, the ICoCA 
creates reports of the PMCs performance and assesses them as well while monitoring.23  

Outside the UN, many non-governmental organizations or NGOs, have taken upon 
themselves to track the PMC. The Business & Human Rights Resource Centre (BHRC) whose 
mission is to track the abuses of human rights in business have made reports on important 
developments of PMCs in their PMSC (private military and security contractor) Bulletin.24 
Another NGO, the Global Policy Forum (GPF), an independent watchdog organization of the 
UN, has criticised the prolonged UN’s use of PMC in conflict zones without any enforced 
regulating mechanisms despite the numerous scandals.25 The Refugee International has also 
highlighted the PMC’s role in protecting the civilians in armed conflicts in accordance with 
humanitarian law.26 
 

CASE STUDY: Private Military Companies In Iraq 

Being second only to United States’ troops, private military companies add up to being 
the largest military force in Iraq with over 48,000 contractors working as mercenaries and over 
100,000 contractors working for the United States Department of Defense.27 This is especially 
compelling when considering that this is nearly ten times the amount of PMCs being in use at the 
time of the Persian Gulf War a decade prior to the arrival of PMCs in Iraq.28 Such a large amount 
of PMCs is what led to the development of the trade group named the Private Security Company 
Association of Iraq.29 While the dramatically abundant amount of PMCs is an issue all by itself, 
in Iraq, accountability for contractors carrying weapons is nonexistent. 

As stated by the United States Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld, the use of PMCs 
in Iraq is cost effective, incredibly useful on the ground, and are in no way subject to the 
Uniform Code of Military Justice which essentially means PMCs are not dictated by the legal 
framework that governs all members of the United States military and are not subject to criminal 
laws that military troops follow.30 While this lack of accountability was already a liability, L. 
Paul Bremer—an American diplomat—signed Order 17, which gave all Americans who were 
associated with the Coalition Provisional Authority (CPA) and the American government 
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immunity from Iraqi law.31 While the Uniform Code of Military Justice was amended in 2007 to 
allow for persecution of military contractors who are active in a declared war or contingency 
operations; however, that has clearly not been enough to stop the growing list of violations of 
human rights by PMCs and has also shown a clear lack in safety for PMCs.32 

From 2003 to 2004, employees belonging to PMCs Consolidated Analysis Center, 
Incorporated (CACI) and Titan Corporation were heavily involved in the Abu Ghraib prison 
scandal in which prisoners were abused, tortured, and raped. While eleven U.S soldiers were 
convicted the other 36% of those involved who belonged to those PMCs received no prosecution 
whatsoever.33  

On March 31, 2004, Iraqi insurgents attacked a convoy in Fallujah belonging to the PMC 
company Blackwater USA. Later known as the 2004 Fallujah Blackwater incident and the 2004 
Fallujah Ambush, four American private contractors belonging to the convoy were not just killed 
by the Iraqi insurgents, but they were dragged from their car, mutilated, and burned. Afterwards 
an angry mob dragged them through the streets and hung them from a bridge while chanting 
“Fallujah is the graveyard of Americans!”34 This would ultimately lead to a retaliation known as 
Operation Vigilant Resolve, also known as the First Battle of Fallujah, in an attempt to bring the 
perpetrators of the ambush to justice.35 

Blackwater USA would return to the spotlight of controversy again in Iraq on September 
17, 2007 when the Iraqi government announced it was revoking their license. This came about 
after the PMC was found to be involved in a firefight that resulted in the deaths of seventeen 
Iraqis. This firefight was brought on by Blackwater USA seeking revenge after a car bomb 
explosion near a State Department motorcade.36 While the Iraqi government actively seeked for 
the removal of Blackwater USA, they continued to operate for another two years because they 
were one of the most well-known PMCs with over 1,000 employees and an active fleet of 
helicopters in the country. The only reason why they were forced to leave was because of the 
U.S.-Iraq Status of Forces Agreement (SOFA)—signed by George W. Bush in 2008 and took 
into effect on June 30, 2009—that called for the immediate removal of U.S. combat forces from 
Iraqi cities. 37 

Once again Blackwater USA would come under scrutiny in 2014 when four Blackwater 
employees were found guilty under a U.S. federal court about the 2007 Iraqi shooting in 
Baghdad’s Nisour Square that made the Iraqi government want to remove Blackwater’s license. 
The Federal District Court found that the seventeen deaths caused by the former Blackwater 
security guards—Paul A. Slough, Dustin L. Heard, Nicholas A. Slatten and Evan S. 
Liberty—committed a criminal act in their massacre of the seventeen Iraqis after they opened 
fire in a crowded intersection. While a victory for the United States, as trying the four men for 
the convictions of murder, manslaughter, and weapons charges reignited Iraqi faith in the 
American court system, it also highlighted a clear lack of control and accountability for letting 
these actions take place in the first place.  

On October 27, 2005 a compilation video was found showing PMCs open fire on Iraqi 
civilians in Baghdad while Elvis Presley was playing in the background. This video was 
unofficially linked to the Aegis Defence Services in which the man seen in the appalling video 
shooting at civilian vehicles was believed to be Danny Heydenreycher.38 Heydenreycher 
belonged to the Aegis Victory team and when threatened with losing his job, his team defended 
him by threatening to leave as well. When Aegis, the U.S. Army, and the United States 
performed their own investigations into the video, they found that no crime was committed. 39 
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More recently in March 12, 2017, U.S. private military company, Sallyport Global, fired 
two of their employees—Robert Cole and Kristie King—who discovered multiple acts of sex 
trafficking, alcohol smuggling, and security lapses at the Balad Air Base in Iraq. Robert Cole and 
Kristie King were dismissed of their clear evidence of these acts; the likes of which even 
included seeing staff on base steal a plane that would be used to smuggle in alcohol at such high 
volumes that the plane was seesawing on the tarmac under the weight. In an effort to cover up 
their actions, Sallyport Global dismissed the evidence and fired the two employees, arguing that 
they “misinterpreted the instructions.”40 
 

QUESTIONS 

1. What legal system of checks and balances can be put in place to ensure that PMCs follow 
the rules of war and remain under international guidelines? 

2. What can be established in the international community to make PMCs and their soldiers 
accountable for their actions across borders? Should the State(s) or government(s) who 
hired PMCs also be held accountable for their actions? 

3. Would specifically defining PMCs as mercenaries affect the issue in any way and the 
future in which PMCs operate?  

4. Is there a plausible future in which PMCs replace the role of peacekeepers, and similarly 
should UN peacekeeping forces be held under the same category as PMCs? 

5. Should PMCs be lawfully permitted to give all or a portion of their services, or is the idea 
of the business intrinsically a destabilizing power in global harmony? 

6. How can the order and control of the tasks of PMCs be properly divided between the 
hirer(s) of the PMCs and the PMCs themselves? Should they instead solely be managed 
under an international group such as the UN? 
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TOPIC 2: “Diplomatic Immunity” 
 

BACKGROUND 

Diplomatic immunity itself is defined as a form of legal immunity in which diplomats are 
allowed to represent their country abroad with protection from prosecution from the receiving 
State for their entire duration there. 41 The basis of the construct of diplomatic immunity is one of 
the oldest elements of foreign relations dating back to Ancient Greek and Roman governments in 
which heralds would be untouchable by city-states and were given safe passage along envoys for 
negotiations.42 Throughout the Middle Ages of Europe and the Renaissance period these 
immunities were expanded upon mainly through stressing that diplomats could in no way be held 
responsible for crimes committed before their dispatchment, but they were punishable for any 
crimes committed during their dispatchment by the State itself.43 

By the time of the Reformation in Europe, States turned to the belief of extraterritoriality, 
which underlines how States should enforce rules of conduct in respect of persons, property, or 
events beyond its region, to explain diplomatic exemption from both criminal and civil law44. To 
sanction these privileges, Dutch jurist Hugo Grotius (1583-1645) developed the doctrine of quasi 
extra territorium, which is Latin for “as if outside the territory.” 45 This doctrine influenced other 
theorists during the 17th and 18th century who resorted to using natural law to determine the 
immunities that diplomats had, and the Act of Anne in 1709 in England exempted ambassadors 
from civil suit and arrest.46  

Reinforcing diplomatic inviolability was greatly questioned by the late 19th century with 
the expansion of European empires in which the previous concept of extraterritoriality and its 
abuses were highlighted. Legal positivists diminished the idea that natural law should dictate the 
inviolability that diplomats had by arguing that treaties needed to be put in place to definitely 
decrease the excessive privileges of diplomats. By the time of the 20th century, there began a 
steady decline in diplomatic immunity with the belief in functionalism.47 With the rapid 
development of new States following World War II and the increase in size of diplomatic 
missions functionalism became more apparent as it referred to limiting diplomatic privileges to 
those that are absolutely necessary to enable a diplomat to have a successful mission.  

This became the defining principle by the most influential convention discussing 
diplomatic immunity which is the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations in 1961. While 
not mentioning diplomatic asylum, the focus was instead put on putting off civil jurisdiction to 
diplomats and their families with some lesser protection given to staff members. Since then, 
international organizations have begun having their own representation be protected by the 
identity of diplomatic immunity. 48 

While there have been centuries of developments for diplomatic immunity, late 20th 
century diplomats to the present day from international organizations have continued to suffer 
from prosecution and have—in many cases—been at the forefront of harassment from countries. 
A prime example of this can be found in November 1979 with the seizure of the U.S. embassy in 
Tehrām, Iran where over fifty American diplomatic personnel were held as hostages for 444 days 
from supporters of the Islamic Revolution.49  

In March 2013, the Supreme Court of India—on the contrary of the Vienna Convention 
on Diplomatic Relations, as argued by the Italian and European Union—restricted Daniele 
Manicini, an Italian ambassador, from leaving India. While they argued that it would not be 
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acceptable to let Daniele leave after two Italian marines were accused of killing two Indian 
fishermen off the Coast of Kerala. In despite of these accusations, the Court systematically broke 
the Vienna Convention by making the claim that Daniele had broken diplomatic immunity and 
should be charged for contempt.50 However, these fundamental flaws to diplomatic immunity 
have been abused by the diplomats themselves on far too many occasions. 

On June of 2014, the New Zealand government found Mohammed Rizalman Bin Ismail 
guilty of burgalry, assault, and the intent to rape a 21-year-old woman walking to her home. He 
committed these assaults while employed as a diplomat in Malaysia’s High Commission in 
Wellington, and when accused of these charges, he invoked diplomatic immunity. The New 
Zealand foreign ministry was severely criticized for letting the defendant leave the country, and 
even the New Zealand Prime Minister, John Key believed that he should have faced charges in 
New Zealand.51  

Diplomats have also been accused of severe cases of employer abuse and slavery in 
which victims find themselves in between neither the host country or diplomat’s country can 
help. For example, in 2003 in Finland, a Filipina maid was able to escape from the embassy of an 
unidentified Asian country in which she suffered working conditions that rivaled that of slavery. 
She was forced into working seven day a week shifts from 7 a.m. to 10 p.m., and was unable to 
fill charges because of diplomatic immunity.52 Additionally, in 2009, South Africa claimed 
immunity from labor laws from a Ukrainian domestic worker named Valentyna Khristonsen who 
accused South African ambassador Priscilla Jana of violating the Unfair Dismissals Act, the 
Payment of Wages Act, and the Organisation of Working Time Act while working at the South 
African ambassador’s residence of Ireland. 53 
 
 

UNITED NATIONS INVOLVEMENT 
The most essential documents the United Nations has created in regards to this topic are 

those created in the Vienna Convention. The Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations in 
1961 acts as the internationally recognized treaty that outlines how diplomats are to be treated 
between independent countries. These treaties form the legal basis for diplomatic immunity that 
all countries must abide by.54 In 2017, the United Nations 6th Legal Committee discussed the 
immunity of diplomatic staff in relation to travel. They discussed a variety of topics, including 
entry visas, travel regulations, host country restrictions and some banking topics. Many different 
nations voiced their concerns during the session. For example, Cuba voiced their concerns about 
specific restrictions for Cuban diplomats that they believed to be unjustified.55 Sessions and 
constant discussion surrounding these topics has been an outlet in which the United Nations has 
tackled diplomatic immunity related issues.  

In the 71st Session of the 6th Legal Committee, the Working Group on Diplomatic 
Protection was established in order to take necessary action in regards to the safety of diplomats 
in the international community. It discussed diplomatic immunity in relation to international law, 
as well as discussed the previous comments made by governments.56 As a result, A/RES/61/35 
was adopted by the General Assembly in 2006. This resolution mainly draws attention to 
previous resolutions passed and underlines their importance. In the third operative, A/RES/61/35 
officially decided to include “Diplomatic protection” as a part of their provisional agenda for the 
sixty-second session.57 
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United Nations officials are granted a United Nations laissez--passer  (UNLP or LP) 
which is essentially a U.N. issued diplomatic travel document that countries can use for 
identification. This is issued to UN and ILO staff and other staff from different international 
organizations including the World Health Organization (WHO) and the IAEA. An UNLP is 
essentially a national passport that those issued one can use in relation to official missions.58 This 
is a form of assurance in terms of diplomatic immunity for UN officials, but is not used for 
governments. In 1946 the United Nation held a convention called the Convention of the 
Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations. It cites and recognizes past conventions and 
resolutions as a basis for its content. This specifically discusses the immunities held by U.N. 
officials when they are crossing borders to ensure their protection. These officials will enjoy the 
protections and liberties in each country without fail and must have their immunity respected. It 
has nine articles, the first one being titled “Juridical Personality.”59 Overall, the United Nations 
has made headway in addressing the international concerns about diplomatic immunity. 
However, their resolutions are technically not legally binding, as country sovereignty still 
remains untouchable.  
  

CASE STUDY: Libyan Protest in London 

In 1984, a young police officer in London was drawn into Libyan protests and then shot 
from the Libyan embassy, who essentially removed themselves from the situation by claiming 
diplomatic immunity.  

This was the result of an intense political situation that arose from the oppressive 
dictatorship regime of president Gadaffi, also known as the Chairman of the Revolutionary 
Committee, in Libya that restricted any type of freedom of expression or press, bottling up the 
Libyan’s discontentment with the government.60 While citizens within Libya were growing more 
and more frustrated at their situation, they were unable to do anything about it at home or else 
they would have been met with grave consequences such as the fate of two students in Libya 
who criticized the regime and were killed. The Student Revolutionary Committee had executed 
these two students, and the resentment within the civilian population only worsened, so rather 
than protest within the country, they sought to take their complaints outside for the international 
community to hear their complaints. Reports of the public hangings were brought to the attention 
of the anti-Gaddafi forces, also known as the Libyan National Salvation Front (LNSF), in 
London and aggravated the protests that would soon take place.61 

Residing in Britain, Libyan dissidents, who were part of the LNSF, had organized a 
demonstration to take place in front of the Libyan embassy on April 17th 1984 in order to 
express their complaints to their government that wouldn’t allow their expression in their home 
country. The police had been informed about the forthcoming demonstration and said that they 
were unable to prevent them despite the requests of the Libyan Embassy. Instead, on the day of 
the demonstration, the police acted as crowd control, setting up barriers to prevent normal 
civilians from being caught up in the spectacle, and another set of the police force and the 
Diplomatic Protection Group that acted as monitors of the situation.62 While the anti-Gaddafi 
demonstration was ongoing, there was also a pro-Gaddafi demonstration taking place right next 
to them that was arranged by the Libyan Embassy to counter them. This event was filmed by 
television stations that were invited by the people performing demonstrations in order to 
broadcast their actions to the world. 63 

11 
 



 

Suddenly, during the demonstration, there was gunfire pointed at the anti-Gaddafi 
demonstration that came from the Libyan Embassy. From this gunfire, eleven protesters were 
wounded and a police officer, Yvonne Fletcher, died by a gunshot to her back. Immediately after 
this, the police evacuated everyone off the premises and surrounded the Libyan embassy, and 
because this was all on broadcast, news had spread to the Libya government who decided to 
surround Britain’s embassy in Libya.64 The Libyan Embassy had claimed diplomatic immunity 
and stayed cooped up in the building, and the police did not force entry despite the gravity of the 
situation in fear that something would happen to their English diplomats in Libya. The 
pronouncement of diplomatic immunity had limited the actions that the British government could 
take in this situation due to the embassy grounds being inviolable. This was the beginning of the 
eleven day standoff between the two forces.65  

The following day on April 18th, the Libyan government had lifted its siege on the 
British Embassy after the ambassador met with representatives of the Libyan government. 
Afterwards, on television, the president of Libya, Gaddafi, had condemned the actions of the 
English police force, essentially faulting the police force for the incident.66 Tensions between the 
two countries had escalated even further during this eleven day standoff as four out of five 
bombs were soon found and diffused while the fifth one exploded in an airport, harming 
twenty-two people, in which many suspect to be the handiwork of Libyans. Furthermore, news 
about the tragic death of Yvonne Fletcher had spread across Britain and caused a lot of 
resentment towards the diplomats. However, the British didn’t take any immediate forceful 
measures due to diplomatic immunity and the fear that the regime would do something to the 
British workers in Libya; the regime was known for arresting and detaining citizens until formal 
relations were normalized.67 

Instead, the British had requested to access the Libyan Embassy, but was rejected by the 
Libyan government. Thus, negotiations with the diplomats who had stayed inside the Embassy 
were facilitated by the Libyan diplomats who weren’t there for the incident as a medium of 
communication. The negotiations did not go that smoothly as only five days after the beginning 
of the standoff, the British government had officially broken diplomatic relations with Libya on 
April 22. They ordered the Libyan diplomats to exit the country by April 29th, and the English 
diplomats who were currently in Libya were expected to return to Britain by that deadline as 
well.68 Therefore, on the very same day as Yvonne Fletcher’s funeral, the Libyan diplomats 
decided to leave the country on April 27, marking the end of the standoff. 

The diplomats had packed their luggage and marked them with the diplomatic seal which 
made the luggage immune to search or seizure. Thus the result of this entire incident was the 
British escorting the diplomats out of the country without any legal punishments.69 After the 
Libyan diplomats had left, the British searched the previously occupied embassy building and 
found some firearms and an extensive amount of ammunition, including some for a submachine 
gun.70 The Libyan government did not want any involvement in the affair, so they were 
unwilling to cooperate with the British who wanted to investigate the death of Yvonne Fletcher 
to properly prosecute the criminal. While some reports state that the regime had executed four of 
its diplomats upon arrival back to Libya, the British government deems those reports to be 
unreliable and seeks to investigate themselves. The media played a large role in pressuring the 
government to continue trying to push for the investigation. The greatest example would be the 
documentary of Yvonne Fletcher’s mother who went to Libya and stated how she felt betrayed 
by her government.71 Furthermore, the leak of confidential information of the prime minister 
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admitting they had let a murderer go, drew attention back to the issue, causing newspapers to 
pressure to reopen investigations in 2014. It was only three years after the execution of Gaddafi 
when the British were finally able to reopen their investigation. From this investigation, they 
were able to arrest their first suspect, but the trial failed because they were unable to bring 
sufficient evidence due to concerns of national security.72  

From this situation, in 1987, the UK Parliament passed the Diplomatic and Consular 
Premises Act 1987 which allowed the British government to remove the diplomatic status 
necessary for diplomatic immunity if they considered their status to be abused.73 However, this 
doesn’t change the end result in which the Libyan diplomats had abused their diplomatic 
immunity to practically protect a murder, and this abuse also resulted in the official termination 
of diplomatic ties between the two countries, which took some time, reviving it back into a 
relatively stable relation. 

 
QUESTIONS 

1. What existing legislative framework or resolutions has been put in place to lessen 
diplomatic abuses and can there be any amendments to these documents in order to adapt 
to the changing modern society? 

2. What is your respective country/nation’s extradition policy if they do have one and how 
can that be applied to diplomatic immunity to promote accountability? If not, under 
whose jurisdiction should abuses of diplomatic immunity be overseen? 

3. As the 6th legal, should there be any legal repercussions for abusing diplomatic immunity 
that would not overstep the boundaries of the committee’s power and infringe upon 
another nation’s sovereignty? 

4. Are there any possible strategies to implement that would prevent abuses resulting in the 
use of diplomatic immunity in the first place in order to lessen the chances of abusing 
diplomatic immunity? 

5. How can possible disputes of the legality of the use of diplomatic immunity be resolved 
between countries? Should it be resolved on an international level or just between the 
affected countries? 

   

13 
 



 

Endnotes 
1.  https:/www.files.ethz.ch/isn/17438/backgrounder_09_private-military-companies.pdf  
2. 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/173-sovereign/30555-pmcs-myths-and-mercenaries.html#:
~:text=The%20first%20of%20these%20modern,founder%2C%20Colonel%20Sir%20David%20Stirling.  
3.  https://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php/History_of_private_military_companies  
4.  https://www.collinsdictionary.com/us/dictionary/english/mercenary  
5.  https://www.trtworld.com/americas/are-private-military-contractors-any-different-from-mercenaries-20680  
6. 
https://ndupress.ndu.edu/Media/News/Article/2031922/mercenaries-and-war-understanding-private-armies-today/  
7.  https://www.jobmonkey.com/uniquejobs/security-mercenary/  
8.  https://www.csis.org/npfp/russian-private-military-companies-syria-and-beyond  
9.  https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2016/08/iraq-afghanistan-contractor-pentagon-obama/495731/  
10. 
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/06/30/us/before-shooting-in-iraq-warning-on-blackwater.html?auth=login-google  
11.  https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/yemeni-womans-alleged-rape-mercenary-stirs-anger-against-coalition  
12.  https://www.un.org/press/en/2018/gashc4246.doc.htm  
13.  https://www.icrc.org/en/war-and-law/treaties-customary-law/geneva-conventions  
14.  https://guide-humanitarian-law.org/content/article/3/mercenaries/  
15.  https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/Mercenaries.aspx 
16.  https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/mercenaries/wgmercenaries/pages/wgmercenariesindex.aspx 
17.  https://treaties.un.org/Pages/ViewDetails.aspx?src=TREATY&mtdsg_no=XVIII-6&chapter=18&clang=_en 
18. 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/49122-privat
e-security-contractors-and-the-un-may-19-2010.html  
19. 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/51063-firms-
seek-to-sell-un-on-privatized-peacekeeping.html 
20.  https://www.iso.org/standard/42146.html 
21. 
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-milit
ary-security-companies/montreux-document.html 
22.  
https://www.loc.gov/law/foreign-news/article/united-nations-working-group-says-private-military-companies-shoul
d-be-regulated/ 
23. 
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-milit
ary-security-companies/international-code-conduct.html 
24.  http://business-humanrights.org/en/documents/pmsc-bulletin 
25.  https://www.globalpolicy.org/pmscs.html 
26.  https://www.refugeesinternational.org/what-we-do/protection-and-security 
27. 
https://www.globalpolicy.org/pmscs/50154-iraq.html#:~:text=The%20US%20is%20privatizing%20the,of%20Britis
h%20troops%20in%20Iraq. 
28.  https://www.jstor.org/stable/43133578?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents 
29.  https://www.linkedin.com/company/private-security-company-association-of-iraq 
30. 
https://militarybenefits.info/uniform-code-of-military-justice/#:~:text=The%20Uniform%20Code%20of%20Military
%20Justice%2C%20or%20UCMJ%2C%20is%20the,covering%20courts%20of%20military%20appeals. 
31.  https://www.cbsnews.com/news/order-17-a-free-pass-in-iraq/ 
32.  https://www.loc.gov/rr/frd/Military_Law/CM-manuals.html 
33.  https://www.cnn.com/2013/10/30/world/meast/iraq-prison-abuse-scandal-fast-facts/index.html 
34.  https://www.nytimes.com/2004/03/31/international/worldspecial/enraged-mob-in-falluja-kills-4-american.html 

14 
 

https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/17438/backgrounder_09_private-military-companies.pdf
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/173-sovereign/30555-pmcs-myths-and-mercenaries.html#:~:text=The%20first%20of%20these%20modern,founder%2C%20Colonel%20Sir%20David%20Stirling
https://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/173-sovereign/30555-pmcs-myths-and-mercenaries.html#:~:text=The%20first%20of%20these%20modern,founder%2C%20Colonel%20Sir%20David%20Stirling
https://www.sourcewatch.org/index.php/History_of_private_military_companies
https://www.collinsdictionary.com/us/dictionary/english/mercenary
https://www.trtworld.com/americas/are-private-military-contractors-any-different-from-mercenaries-20680
https://ndupress.ndu.edu/Media/News/Article/2031922/mercenaries-and-war-understanding-private-armies-today/
https://www.jobmonkey.com/uniquejobs/security-mercenary/
https://www.csis.org/npfp/russian-private-military-companies-syria-and-beyond
https://www.theatlantic.com/international/archive/2016/08/iraq-afghanistan-contractor-pentagon-obama/495731/
https://www.nytimes.com/2014/06/30/us/before-shooting-in-iraq-warning-on-blackwater.html?auth=login-google
https://www.middleeasteye.net/news/yemeni-womans-alleged-rape-mercenary-stirs-anger-against-coalition
https://www.un.org/press/en/2018/gashc4246.doc.htm
https://www.icrc.org/en/war-and-law/treaties-customary-law/geneva-conventions
https://guide-humanitarian-law.org/content/article/3/mercenaries/
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/Mercenaries.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/Mercenaries.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/en/issues/mercenaries/wgmercenaries/pages/wgmercenariesindex.aspx
https://treaties.un.org/Pages/ViewDetails.aspx?src=TREATY&mtdsg_no=XVIII-6&chapter=18&clang=_en
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/49122-private-security-contractors-and-the-un-may-19-2010.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/49122-private-security-contractors-and-the-un-may-19-2010.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/51063-firms-seek-to-sell-un-on-privatized-peacekeeping.html
https://www.globalpolicy.org/nations-a-states/private-military-a-security-companies/pmscs-and-the-un/51063-firms-seek-to-sell-un-on-privatized-peacekeeping.html
https://www.iso.org/standard/42146.html
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-military-security-companies/montreux-document.html
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-military-security-companies/montreux-document.html
https://www.loc.gov/law/foreign-news/article/united-nations-working-group-says-private-military-companies-should-be-regulated/
https://www.loc.gov/law/foreign-news/article/united-nations-working-group-says-private-military-companies-should-be-regulated/
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-military-security-companies/international-code-conduct.html
https://www.eda.admin.ch/eda/en/fdfa/foreign-policy/international-law/international-humanitarian-law/private-military-security-companies/international-code-conduct.html
http://business-humanrights.org/en/documents/pmsc-bulletin
https://www.globalpolicy.org/pmscs.html
https://www.refugeesinternational.org/what-we-do/protection-and-security
https://www.globalpolicy.org/pmscs/50154-iraq.html#:~:text=The%20US%20is%20privatizing%20the,of%20British%20troops%20in%20Iraq
https://www.globalpolicy.org/pmscs/50154-iraq.html#:~:text=The%20US%20is%20privatizing%20the,of%20British%20troops%20in%20Iraq
https://www.jstor.org/stable/43133578?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.linkedin.com/company/private-security-company-association-of-iraq
https://militarybenefits.info/uniform-code-of-military-justice/#:~:text=The%20Uniform%20Code%20of%20Military%20Justice%2C%20or%20UCMJ%2C%20is%20the,covering%20courts%20of%20military%20appeals
https://militarybenefits.info/uniform-code-of-military-justice/#:~:text=The%20Uniform%20Code%20of%20Military%20Justice%2C%20or%20UCMJ%2C%20is%20the,covering%20courts%20of%20military%20appeals
https://www.cbsnews.com/news/order-17-a-free-pass-in-iraq/
https://www.loc.gov/rr/frd/Military_Law/CM-manuals.html
https://www.cnn.com/2013/10/30/world/meast/iraq-prison-abuse-scandal-fast-facts/index.html
https://www.nytimes.com/2004/03/31/international/worldspecial/enraged-mob-in-falluja-kills-4-american.html


 

35.  https://mca-marines.org/commanders-forums/bsp-middleeast/first-fallujah/ 
36.  https://web.archive.org/web/20141018131956/http://www.ibil.ru/index.php?area=2&p=news&newsid=217 
37.  https://fas.org/sgp/crs/natsec/R40011.pdf 
38.  https://web.archive.org/web/20070930224611/http://movies.crooksandliars.com/Aegis-PSD.mov 
39. 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2005/11/27/wirq27.xml&sSheet=/news/2005/11/27/ixwor
ld.html 
40.  https://apnews.com/article/ebe9f147ebcd44589749a6359dc2e462 
41.  https://www.government.nl/topics/embassies-consulates-and-other-representations/diplomatic-immunity 
42.  https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/2018-DipConImm_v5_Web.pdf 
43.  https://www.britannica.com/topic/diplomatic-immunity 
44.  https://opil.ouplaw.com/view/10.1093/law:epil/9780199231690/law-9780199231690-e1040 
45.  https://www.britannica.com/topic/quasi-extra-territorium 
46. 
https://www.historyofinformation.com/detail.php?entryid=3389#:~:text=in%20the%20Kingdom%20of%20Great,th
e%20commencement%20of%20the%20statute. 
47.  https://www.britannica.com/topic/functionalism-social-science 
48.  https://www.britannica.com/topic/international-organization 
49.  https://history.state.gov/departmenthistory/short-history/iraniancrises 
50.  https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/mar/18/italian-ambassador-india-row-fishermen 
51. 
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-35489690#:~:text=A%20New%20Zealand%20court%20has,2014%20and%
20entering%20her%20bedroom 
52.  https://web.archive.org/web/20180327213309if_/http://www.iltalehti.fi/uutiset/201312140065720_uu.shtml 
53.  https://www.irishtimes.com/opinion/letters/use-of-diplomatic-immunity-1.781456 
54.  https://www.britannica.com/topic/Vienna-Convention-on-the-Law-of-Treaties  
55.  https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/gal3561.doc.htm  
56.  https://www.un.org/en/ga/sixth/71/dipl_prot.shtml  
57.  https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/61/35  
58.  https://web.archive.org/web/20110728145032/http://www.unjiu.org/data/notes/2005/NOTE2005_2.pdf  
59. 
https://www.un.org/en/ethics/assets/pdfs/Convention%20of%20Privileges-Immunities%20of%20the%20UN.pdf  
60. 
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-libya-gaddafi-power/timeline-gaddafis-42-years-in-power-idUSTRE79M13C201
11023 
61. 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/hangings-in-tripoli-focus-attention-on-libyan-dissent/
9c2481e3-1b2d-4b74-8d69-4304afe24ed1/ 
62. 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/04/27/day-1984-libyan-embassy-siege-triggered-murder-yvonne-fletcher/ 
63.  https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2015/nov/19/yvonne-fletcher-killer-free-30-years-libya 
64.  https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-50334287 
65.  https://www.nytimes.com/1984/04/18/world/laws-restrict-british-action-against-libya.html 
66.  http://news.bbc.co.uk/onthisday/hi/dates/stories/april/17/newsid_2488000/2488369.stm 
67. 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/21/bomb-injures-22-in-crowds-at-london-airport/062cff4
7-047c-4cb1-b6d2-b389c52e97c2/ 
68. 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/britain-cuts-diplomatic-ties-with-libya-expels-envoys/
b637f680-3451-4a12-8d65-f58dabd3ad18/ 
69.  https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-34867860 

15 
 

https://mca-marines.org/commanders-forums/bsp-middleeast/first-fallujah/
https://web.archive.org/web/20141018131956/http://www.ibil.ru/index.php?area=2&p=news&newsid=217
https://fas.org/sgp/crs/natsec/R40011.pdf
https://web.archive.org/web/20070930224611/http://movies.crooksandliars.com/Aegis-PSD.mov
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2005/11/27/wirq27.xml&sSheet=/news/2005/11/27/ixworld.html
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/main.jhtml?xml=/news/2005/11/27/wirq27.xml&sSheet=/news/2005/11/27/ixworld.html
https://apnews.com/article/ebe9f147ebcd44589749a6359dc2e462
https://www.government.nl/topics/embassies-consulates-and-other-representations/diplomatic-immunity
https://www.state.gov/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/2018-DipConImm_v5_Web.pdf
https://www.britannica.com/topic/diplomatic-immunity
https://opil.ouplaw.com/view/10.1093/law:epil/9780199231690/law-9780199231690-e1040
https://www.britannica.com/topic/quasi-extra-territorium
https://www.historyofinformation.com/detail.php?entryid=3389#:~:text=in%20the%20Kingdom%20of%20Great,the%20commencement%20of%20the%20statute
https://www.historyofinformation.com/detail.php?entryid=3389#:~:text=in%20the%20Kingdom%20of%20Great,the%20commencement%20of%20the%20statute
https://www.britannica.com/topic/functionalism-social-science
https://www.britannica.com/topic/international-organization
https://history.state.gov/departmenthistory/short-history/iraniancrises
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/mar/18/italian-ambassador-india-row-fishermen
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-35489690#:~:text=A%20New%20Zealand%20court%20has,2014%20and%20entering%20her%20bedroom
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-35489690#:~:text=A%20New%20Zealand%20court%20has,2014%20and%20entering%20her%20bedroom
https://web.archive.org/web/20180327213309if_/http://www.iltalehti.fi/uutiset/201312140065720_uu.shtml
https://www.irishtimes.com/opinion/letters/use-of-diplomatic-immunity-1.781456
https://www.britannica.com/topic/Vienna-Convention-on-the-Law-of-Treaties
https://www.un.org/press/en/2017/gal3561.doc.htm
https://www.un.org/en/ga/sixth/71/dipl_prot.shtml
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/61/35
https://web.archive.org/web/20110728145032/http://www.unjiu.org/data/notes/2005/NOTE2005_2.pdf
https://www.un.org/en/ethics/assets/pdfs/Convention%20of%20Privileges-Immunities%20of%20the%20UN.pdf
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-libya-gaddafi-power/timeline-gaddafis-42-years-in-power-idUSTRE79M13C20111023
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-libya-gaddafi-power/timeline-gaddafis-42-years-in-power-idUSTRE79M13C20111023
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/hangings-in-tripoli-focus-attention-on-libyan-dissent/9c2481e3-1b2d-4b74-8d69-4304afe24ed1/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/hangings-in-tripoli-focus-attention-on-libyan-dissent/9c2481e3-1b2d-4b74-8d69-4304afe24ed1/
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/2017/04/27/day-1984-libyan-embassy-siege-triggered-murder-yvonne-fletcher/
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2015/nov/19/yvonne-fletcher-killer-free-30-years-libya
https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-50334287
https://www.nytimes.com/1984/04/18/world/laws-restrict-british-action-against-libya.html
http://news.bbc.co.uk/onthisday/hi/dates/stories/april/17/newsid_2488000/2488369.stm
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/21/bomb-injures-22-in-crowds-at-london-airport/062cff47-047c-4cb1-b6d2-b389c52e97c2/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/21/bomb-injures-22-in-crowds-at-london-airport/062cff47-047c-4cb1-b6d2-b389c52e97c2/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/britain-cuts-diplomatic-ties-with-libya-expels-envoys/b637f680-3451-4a12-8d65-f58dabd3ad18/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/politics/1984/04/23/britain-cuts-diplomatic-ties-with-libya-expels-envoys/b637f680-3451-4a12-8d65-f58dabd3ad18/
https://www.bbc.com/news/uk-34867860


 

70. 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/terrorism-in-the-uk/6341458/WPc-Yvonne-Fletcher-We-have-guns-and-t
here-will-be-fighting.html 
71. 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/libya/6073748/Mother-of-WPc-Yvonne-Fletche
r-fears-Lockerbie-bomber-deal-means-she-will-never-get-justice.html 
72. 
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2017/may/16/yvonne-fletcher-inquiry-dropped-over-national-security-fears 
73.  https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1987/46 

16 
 

https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/terrorism-in-the-uk/6341458/WPc-Yvonne-Fletcher-We-have-guns-and-there-will-be-fighting.html
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/uknews/terrorism-in-the-uk/6341458/WPc-Yvonne-Fletcher-We-have-guns-and-there-will-be-fighting.html
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/libya/6073748/Mother-of-WPc-Yvonne-Fletcher-fears-Lockerbie-bomber-deal-means-she-will-never-get-justice.html
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/libya/6073748/Mother-of-WPc-Yvonne-Fletcher-fears-Lockerbie-bomber-deal-means-she-will-never-get-justice.html
https://www.theguardian.com/uk-news/2017/may/16/yvonne-fletcher-inquiry-dropped-over-national-security-fears
https://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1987/46

