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has been ‘weak and ineffective.’ The 
Council has mostly been in a state of 
paralysis and deadlock over Myanmar’s 
crises over recent years, with China 
and Russia having enacted or threat-
ened their veto powers on occasion. 
In the case of future Security Council 
failure, and a P5 veto being enacted, 
the General Assembly should invoke 
the Uniting for Peace Resolution 377A. 
Procedurally, the Resolution is not 
necessary for the Assembly to hold an 
emergency special session on the mat-
ter and find common ground towards 
undertaking recommendations, but the 
gravity of this situation would benefit 
from the enactment of the Uniting for 
Peace Resolution which would not only 
make a high-profile political statement, 
but would also recognise the urgency 
of this crisis that merits separate treat-
ment and not business as usual5.  How 
long must people of Myanmar suffer, 
and for what reason? 

Previous uses of the Uniting for Peace 
Resolution have concerned crises in 
the Congo6,  the Namibia7,  and the Oc-
cupied Palestinian Territory8,  to name 
but a few. These sessions have led to 
resolutions that have included multiple 
provisions, for example: 

• Called for all states to report on 
measures taken by them to implement 

provisions recommended by the relevant 
resolutions.9   
• Made the decision to stay in emer-
gency session concerning the matter, and 
pending compliance with the relevant reso-
lutions.10

• Called for States to render increased 
and sustained support and material, finan-
cial and other assistance to different or-
ganisations.11

• Recommended that states refrain 
from introducing military goods in the area 
of hostilities.” 12

• Requested an advisory opinion from 
the ICC.  13

These short examples of provisional meas-
ures recommended under the Uniting for 
Peace Resolution, provide a glimpse of 
what is possible concerning the situation 
in Myanmar, but the following short anal-
yses concerning humanitarian assistance, 
technology, arms embargos and targeted 
sanctions provide a more meaningful scope 
of what needs to be considered by states 
concerning Myanmar. As the situation con-
tinues to unfold, there is no doubt that 
measures by the international community 
must be updated continuously, and enacted 
pragmatically, which is why staying in an 
emergency session is essential along with 
reporting mechanisms to hold states to ac-
count over their actions concerning  
Myanmar.

5 .Johnson, Larry D. ““Uniting for Peace”: Does it Still Serve Any Useful Purpose?.” AJIL Unbound 108 (2014): 106-115. Pg. 108
6. Assembly, General. “Resolution 1474,” Question considered by the Security Council at its 906th meeting on 16 September 1960, ES-IV 
(1960)
7. Assembly, General. “Resolution, “Question of Nambia, ES-8/2  (1981)
8. Assembly, General. “Resolution, “Advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construc-
tion of a Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including in and around East Jerusalem. ES-10/15 (2004)
9. Assembly, General. “Resolution, “Question of Nambia, ES-8/2  (1981)
10. Assembly, General. “Resolution 997, “Question considered by the Security Council at its 749th and 750th meetings, held on 30 Octo-
ber 1956 ES-I (1956)
11. Assembly, General. “Resolution, “Question of Nambia, ES-8/2  (1981)
12. Assembly, General. “Resolution 997, ”Question considered by the Security Council at its 749th and 750th meetings, held on 30 Octo-
ber 1956. ES-1 (1956)
13. Assembly, General. “Resolution, “Advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice on the Legal Consequences of the Construc-
tion of a Wall in the Occupied Palestinian Territory, including in and around East Jerusalem.” ES-10/15 (2004)
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02 PROVIDE
 
Humanitarian Assistance to the people
of Myanmar 

The United Nations Office for Co-ordi-
nation of Humanitarian Affair’s (OCHA) 
Humanitarian Response Plan (HRP) 
for Myanmar sets out a humanitarian 
assistance plan for close to 944,000 
people who need urgent humanitarian 
assistance in 2021.14  This plan requests 
$276 million for the 944,000 people 
in Myanmar, with a significant focus 
on those living in conflict areas includ-
ing Myanmar’s notable Rakhine state. 
The HRP also notes that an estimated 
336,000 people in Myanmar are in-
ternally displaced, mostly in Rakhine, 
Kachin, Kayin and Shan States, and 
that overall levels of humanitarian need 
has increased in 2021 due to increased 
intensity of armed conflicts.15  Assis-
tance is prioritised to those that have 
been displaced (IDPs), non-displaced 
stateless people and other vulnerable 
crisis affected people.16  The type of 
assistance needed for these groups 
ranges from food, security, health, edu-
cation and protection needs.17  

One of the main challenges faced by 

humanitarian actors operating in Myanmar 
is access. Especially in non-government 
controlled and conflict-afflicted areas, ac-
cess to communities remains challenging.18  
With the military coup on the 1st of Febru-
ary, there are new concerns regarding the 
ability of humanitarian actors to be able to 
provide adequate humanitarian assistance 
and to ensure that any assistance or aid 
gets to the right people in need. It should 
be stressed that different humanitarian 
organisations have varying degrees of ac-
cess across Myanmar, and that they have 
formed different relationships with actors 
that can restrict, remove or allow access to 
certain areas in Myanmar. Ensuring that aid 
and humanitarian assistance reaches those 
people in need is a pressing concern, and 
USAID has already taken a positive step on 
this matter, redirecting $42.4 million to My-
anmar’s people and civil society, following 
the coup.19  The UN has already expressed 
its intention to continue its humanitarian 
assistance following the coup, guided by 
the “internationally recognised principles of 
neutrality, impartiality, independence and 
humanity,” as stated by Ola Almgren, the 

14. OCHA, Humanitarian Response Plan, Myanmar, United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (2021) p.6
15. Ibid, p.6
16. OCHA, Humanitarian Response Plan, Myanmar, United Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (2021) p.7
17. Ibid, p.91
18.  Ibid, p.33
 19. Steele, Gloria, USAID Immediately Redirects $42 million in Response to the Military Coup in Burma, Press Release 11th February, 
USAID (2021) USAID Immediately Redirects $42 Million in Response to the Military Coup in Burma | Press Release | U.S. Agency for 
International Development
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03 SANCTION

Understanding the scope and depth 
of the Tatmadaw’s commercial empire 
is a necessary first step if any mean-
ingful action is to be taken regarding 
sanctions, applicable judicial avenues, 
inter alia. Most of the research findings 
concerning the Tatmadaw’s commer-
cial interests come from the UN’s In-
dependent International Fact-Finding 
Mission in Myanmar (IIIFFMM), who 
examined the junta’s business em-
pire in-depth, noting that there are 
two main conglomerates; Myanmar 
Economic Holdings Limited (MEHL) 
and Myanmar Economic Corpora-
tion (MEC).23  They also identified 120 
MEHL and MEC owned businesses, 
and recorded that 15 foreign compa-
nies have joint ventures with these 
businesses and at least another 44 
foreign companies having other forms 
of commercial ties.24 MEHL and MEC 
also own the Myawaddy Bank and the 
Innwa Bank, respectively, which gave 
the Tatmadaw effective access to the 
international banking system when US 
sanctions were in place against their 

parent companies MEHL and MEC.25  If the 
international community wants to help 
support the dreams, hopes and rights of 
the people of Myanmar it must do so with 
the understanding that its solutions must 
be comprehensive, actionable, and contin-
uously reviewed to stay up to date with the 
developments and strategies in Myanmar. 

Repeatedly, the world has reaffirmed its les-
sons of the past, that untargeted sanctions 
do not work, and only impoverish the very 
people that are reliant on the international 
community. It is encouraging to see gov-
ernments today increasingly applying tar-
geted sanctions, and asset freezes, which 
attempt to isolate the adverse affects from 
the innocent citizen; the US, Australia and 
the UK have already imposed new targeted 
sanctions on the military generals follow-
ing the coup. However, for sanctions to be 
effective they must be comprehensive.26  In 
line with the IIFFMM’s recommendations, 
this report stresses the need for a compre-
hensive targeted sanctions regime focusing 
on the owners of the Tatmadaw conglomer-
ates, their subsidiary companies, and other 

23. Independent International Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar, “The Economic Interests of the Myanmar Military.” Human Rights Coun-
cil, Forty-second Session, Agenda item 4. (2019) p.4 
24. Ibid, p.5
25. Ibid, p.26
26. Holliday, Ian. “Doing business with rights violating regimes corporate social responsibility and Myanmar’s military junta.” Journal of 
Business Ethics 61, no. 4 (2005): 329-342. p.333
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legal persons, entities, bodies and their 
associates that contribute or benefit 
economically from the Tatmadaw’s 
operations.27  

Besides a comprehensive target sanc-
tions regime that would help stunt the 
economic growth of the Tatmadaw’s 
business empire, investment towards 
non-Tatmadaw companies is also en-
couraged.28  Furthermore, advocates 
for constructive engagement with the 
Tatmadaw, have argued previously that 
by foreign companies just having pres-
ence inside the country, it allows them 
to “bear witness, to have a say, and to 
act as passive or active constraints on 
the junta’s worst excesses.”29  Espe-
cially, in light of the occurring internet 
shutdowns and the subsequent infor-
mation blackouts from Myanmar, this 
rationale seems more important now, 
and foreign companies should contin-
ue to operate within Myanmar, but in a 
principled way that promotes and con-
siders human rights as a foundation 
for their activities, as well as mitigating 
any or as much economic benefit from 

their activities by the junta. 

Both international and national compa-
nies that are involved in Myanmar, or with 
the junta directly, should also be aware of 
international legal regimes, and the obli-
gations of states; who have a duty to re-
spect, protect and fulfil their human rights 
obligations. The UN Guiding Principles for 
Businesses and Human Rights, sets out in 
detail the states obligations towards busi-
nesses and human rights which include 
taking legal action towards companies who 
are complicit in human rights abuses, at 
home or abroad.30  While corporations do 
not have legal obligations under human 
rights law, States do; which requires them 
to take legal action when necessary. States 
should reaffirm this commitment and com-
municate clearly to any actors, within their 
jurisdiction, and that are involved in some 
capacity with the junta that there will be 
consequences for ‘aiding and abetting.’ It’s 
worth noting that one such example of a 
case has been against the US-based Uno-
cal company because of their involvement 
with Myanmar’s military and abuses such as 
forced labour, murder, rape and torture dur-

27. Independent International Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar, “The Economic Interests of the Myanmar Military.” Human Rights Coun-
cil, Forty-second Session, Agenda item 4. (2019) p.5 
28. Ibid, p.64 
29. Holliday, Ian. “Doing business with rights violating regimes corporate social responsibility and Myanmar’s military junta.” Journal of 
Business Ethics 61, no. 4 (2005): 329-342. p.336 
30. United Nations, “Guiding principles on business and human rights: implementing the United Nation’s protect, respect and remedy” 
framework. United Nations, HR/PUB/11/04 (2011)
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ing the construction of a gas pipeline 
running from Myanmar into Thailand.31  
The company reached an out of court 
settlement with the Myanmar nation-
als who brought the case under the 
US’s Alien Tort Statute.32  The Hague 
has also issued verdicts on individual 
criminal responsibility, in one example 
finding Van Anraat guilt for aiding and 
abetting war crimes in Syria because 
he was aware his product could be 
used for producing poison gas and on 
the grounds that there was a reasona-
ble chance it would be used for chemi-
cal attacks.33 

What needs to be reaffirmed is that 
states will and must pursue legal ac-
tion against those actors that are in 
some way ‘aiding and abetting’ or are 
‘complicit’ in human rights violations 
in Myanmar. The UN Committee on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights 
has repeatedly reaffirmed that it is a 
core responsibility of governments to 
ensure that corporations operating 
in their territory and jurisdiction pre-
vent and are not ‘complicit’ in human 
rights violations abroad.34  Therefore, 

stakeholders need to be aware of the le-
gal, reputational, financial and moral risks 
involved with activity linked with the Tat-
madaw. The UK government has also been 
proactive in helping companies operate in 
good conduct with its toolkit for overseas 
missions.35  Alliances between foreign com-
panies with activity in Myanmar should also 
be facilitated, and they should take what 
steps they can to ensure that their activity 
within Myanmar is conducted in a princi-
pled way, with human rights considerations 
at the forefront of their operations. Gov-
ernments should reaffirm the legal risks to 
companies operating abroad and should 
also impose targeted sanctions against 
MEHL and MEC and their affiliates, sub-
sidiaries and owners. On the regional and 
international level, states should facilitate 
information exchanges, and should commit 
to enacting targeted sanctions in a uniform 
way in line with the establishment and rec-
ommendations of a permanent committee 
and the IIFFMM that is, in part, tasked with 
analysing the economic interests of the Tat-
madaw. Continuous recommendations by 
the committees should be considered and 
enacted upon quickly as the situation con-
tinues to develop. 

31. Pietropaoli, Irene. “Remedy for corporate human rights abuses in transitional justice contexts.” PhD diss., Middlesex University, 2017. 
p.97
32. Ibid, p.98 
33. Ibid, p.89 
34. Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. E/C.12/GC/24. General comment No. 24 (2017) on State obligations under the 
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights in the context of business activities. United Nations. (2017)
35. Davis, Rachel. “The UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights and conflict-affected areas: state obligations and business 
responsibilities.” Int’l Rev. Red Cross 94 (2012): 961. p.978 
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04  
CALL 
 ON
Tech companies to 
support the people
of Myanmar 

Since the military coup in Myanmar, the 
military junta have ordered several inter-
nets shutdowns, and have blocked access 
to popular social media sites such as Face-
book, Twitter and Instagram, as well as 
messaging platforms such as Messenger 
and WhatsApp.36  In recent days, there has 
been total internet blackouts between the 
hours of 1am and 9am, and these continue 
on a daily basis.37  Globally, most internet 
shutdowns have been driven primarily by 
political and national security concerns, and 
have been reasoned on grounds such as 
combating “fake news”, hate speech, and 
securing public safety.38  However, against 
these rationales, studies have found that 
internet shutdowns and subsequent infor-
mation blackouts have resulted in increased 
violence.39  More concerning is that, in some 
cases around the world, restricting access 
to the internet was used to unleash violence 
on citizens, as occurred in Sudan; with shut-
downs offering “cover” to violence and al-
lowing for impunity.40

The international community’s stance on 
internet shutdowns and blackouts has al-
ready become clear, with the United Nations 
Human Rights Council “unequivocally con-
demning measures to intentionally prevent 
or disrupt access to dissemination of infor-
mation online as a violation of international 
human rights law.”41  Further, the affect and 
violations of international human rights by 
internet shutdowns is well established, and 
the rights most frequently at risk include, the 
right to freedom of expression, the right to 
association and assembly, and the right to 
education inter alia.42 

“An internet shutdown can be 
defined as an intentional dis-
ruption of internet or electron-
ic communications, rendering 
them inaccessible or effectively 
unusable, for a specific popula-
tion or within a location, often 
to exert control over the flow of 
information. They include blocks 
of social media platforms, and 
are also referred to as blackouts 
“kill-switches,” or network  
disruptions.”43

36. Asia Centre, “Myanmar Coup and Internet Shutdowns.” Asia Centre (2021) p.1
37. Ibid, p.1
38. Internet Society, “Internet Shutdowns, An Internet Society Public Policy Briefing” Internet Society (2019) p.2 
39. Ibid, p.6
40/43. Taye, Berhan, and Access Now. “The state of Internet shutdowns around the world: The 2018 #KeepItOn Report.” Access Now 
(2019). p. 14
41. Stauffer, Brian, “Shutting Down the Internet to Shut Up Critics.” Human Rights Watch (2020) World Report 2020: Shutting Down the 
Internet to Shut Up Critics | Human Rights Watch (hrw.org)
42. Human Rights Council, “Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights, including 
the right to development.” Human Rights Council, Thirty-Second Session, Agenda Item 3, HRC/32 (2016)
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Currently, shutdowns tend to attract 
high amounts of international atten-
tion44,  and so it is practical to foresee 
that while internet shutdowns in Myan-
mar are frequently occurring, they may 
at some point stop; this may not be 
a reason to celebrate as other actors 
around the world have used alterna-
tive techniques to avoid attention and 
accountability. One technique is de-
scribed as ‘throttling,’ which can take 
on a number of forms, but effectively 
is a deliberate slowing of broadband 
and/or mobile internet.45  These tech-
niques can make it “almost impossible 
to upload pictures, stream live and 
share information quickly,”46  which 
is extremely concerning because of 
the use of these methods by peaceful 
citizens and protestors to stay safe 
and hold authorities to account. It’s 
important to be mindful that if in the 

near future there is an absence of internet 
shutdowns, it does not simply mean that 
all is well. In recent days, the military junta 
has also released a draft cybersecurity law 
which would allow the military to access 
user data, block websites, and imprison 
critics; with a potential three year prison 
sentence for any individual who posts ‘mis-
information’ or ‘disinformation.’47

Some possible solutions already brought 
forward have been to encourage the mobile 
operators and internet service providers 
(ISPs) to prevent the junta from accessing 
users data, and to help mobile operators 
develop plans if the human rights situation 
deteriorates.48  Other notable ideas have 
included, helping civil society organisations 
to track the impact of shutdowns along-
side the technical community who should 
ensure there are appropriate tools availa-
ble to monitor the situation in Myanmar.49  

44. Internet Society, “Internet Shutdowns, An Internet Society Public Policy Briefing” Internet Society (2019) Pg. 7
45. Taye, Berhan, and Access Now. “The state of Internet shutdowns around the world: The 2018# KeepItOn Report.” Access Now (2019). 
p.12
46. Ibid, p.12
47. Human Rights Watch, “Myanmar: Scrap Sweeping Cybersecurity Bill, Human Rights Watch. (2021) Myanmar: Scrap Sweeping Cyber-
security Bill | Human Rights Watch (hrw.org)

 48. Access Now, “UN passes landmark resolution condemning internet shutdowns.” Access Now, Geneva (2016) U.N. passes landmark 
resolution condemning internet shutdowns - Access Now
49. Internet Society, “Internet Shutdowns, An Internet Society Public Policy Briefing” Internet Society (2019) p.8
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05  
IMPOSE
 
A Multilateral  
Arms Embargo

An arms embargo is generally a 
ban on the supply of weapons, and 
weapons-related materials, and also 
prohibits training and technical assis-
tance, and is usually part of a wider 
sanctions regime, including economic 
sanctions, asset freezes, and visa de-
nials inter alia.51   Past experience has 
revealed a lot of considerable chal-
lenges to the success of an arms em-
bargo, including a lack of enforcement 
or compliance which undermines the 
body imposing the embargo,52 usually 
the UN, as well as effectively making 
an arms embargo purely symbolic.53  
The risks of imposing an arms embar-
go also include strengthening criminal 
elements who may benefit as they are 
willing to break the rules.54  It’s im-
portant that any arms embargo takes 
these past experiences into consider-
ation in order to be effective; if they 
are not effective they blunt the tools 
of the international community, which 
will be of consequence now and in the 
future. 

The importance of a multilateral arms 
embargo primarily rests on the prem-
ise that regional or unilateral arms 
embargoes mean that arms can still 
be purchased from those states that 
are not imposing an embargo.55  For 
an embargo to be successful there 
needs to be a reduction in the weap-
ons and capacity of the targeted 
combatants.56  This would involve pro-
active engagement with states who 
still support and sell to the Tatmadaw, 
those states identified by the IIFFMM 
include China, Russia, Israel, North 
Korea, India, Ukraine and the  

51. Tierney, Dominic. “Irrelevant or malevolent? UN arms embargoes in civil wars.” Review of International Studies (2005): 645-664. p.646
52. Ibid, p.656
53. Vorrath, Judith. “Implementing and enforcing UN arms embargoes: lessons learned from various conflict contexts.” (2020). p.2 
54. Tierney, Dominic. “Irrelevant or malevolent? UN arms embargoes in civil wars.” Review of International Studies (2005): 645-664. p.656 
55. Ibid, p.646
56. Ibid, p.650
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06  
FACILITATE
 
Mediation Efforts

Following the Security Council’s statement 
on the 4th of February which reaffirmed sup-
port for regional organisations and ASEAN62,  
it is essential that governments take seriously 
the need to support mediation efforts. While 
some governments have been careful not to 
recognise the military as legitimate, there is a 
key difference between a legitimate govern-
ment, and an actor. The military is an actor, 
as are the Committee Representing Py-
idaungsu Hluttaw (committee of the elected 
parliamentarians in the 2020 elections), who 
both need to be brought to the table.  

ASEAN is in a position to facilitate discus-
sion, and serve as a useful talk-shop between 
the parties. Whatever process is envisaged, 
it should take due consideration of being 
as inclusive as possible, as excluded parties 
have a greater motivation to act as spoilers.63  

Women also need to be included 
in the same process, as their ab-
sence can lead to a perpetuation 
of discrimination against women 
and their continued marginalisation 
in a post-conflict society, and civil 
society engagement can also help 
ensure that whatever agreement 
comes forward has legitimacy and 
widespread societal support.64  As 
has been previously recognised, 
China is an important actor in the 
region, and ASEAN is well posi-
tioned to receive support from 
China.65  

The UN has recognised mediation 
as “a promising and cost effective 
tool in the peaceful settlement of 
disputes, conflict prevention and 
resolution.”66  While mediation 
is promising, the process usually 
suffers from having “a lack of fund-
ing, a lack of experts, and a lack of 
access to various levels of a peace 
process.”67  The UN Mediation Sup-
port Unit (MSU) should be mobi-
lised to support the endeavours of 
ASEAN, to provide their transfer-
able, technical and depoliticised 
expertise.68  What may be practical 

62. United Nations, “Security Council Press Statement on Situation in Myanmar”. UN Doc SC/14430 (2021) Security Council Press State-
ment on Situation in Myanmar | Meetings Coverage and Press Releases
63. Secretary-General, U. N. “Report of the Secretary-General on enhancing mediation and its support activities.” UN Doc S/2009/189 8. 
(2009)
64. Secretary-General, U. N. “Report of the Secretary-General on enhancing mediation and its support activities.” UN Doc S/2009/189 8. 
(2009)
65. Katanyuu, Ruukun. “Beyond non-interference in ASEAN: the association’s role in Myanmar’s national reconciliation and democratiza-
tion.” Asian Survey 46, no. 6 (2006): 825-845.
66. Assembly, UN General. Strengthening the role of mediation in the peaceful settlement of disputes, conflict prevention and resolution. 
Resolution A/RES/65/283. (2011)
67. Stenner, Christina. “The Institutionalization of Mediation Support,” The Berghof Foundation. (2017)
68. Convergne, Elodie. “Learning to mediate? The mediation support unit and the production of expertise by the UN.” Journal of Inter-
vention and Statebuilding 10, no. 2 (2016): 181-199.
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07 ANSWER
 
Myanmar

To summarise, this report recommends the following actions: 

1. In the case of repeated Security Council deadlock, invoke the Uniting for Peace 
Resolution, a mostly symbolic gesture but it underscores the seriousness of the situa-
tion in Myanmar, and allows the General Assembly to consider the matter urgently and 
with the formation of a standing committee that can communicate clearly and update 
the General Assembly.  

2.  Commit to foreign aid and humanitarian assistance that is appropriated in line 
with an accountability mechanism to ensure the aid reaches the people who need it 
most, as identified in the UN’s Humanitarian Response Plan. 

3.  Provide financial assistance for people’s movements such as the Civil Disobedi-
ence Movement, with due consideration of how the funds are distributed ensuring that 
they reach the people in need who are without pay. 

4.  Engage with technology companies operating in Myanmar, and find ways of cir-
cumventing the Tatmadaw’s control over internet access, to enable the people of My-
anmar to continue to enjoy access to a free internet which is a requirement for the full 
exercise of their human rights.  

5.  Engage with companies under their jurisdiction who operate in Myanmar, to en-
sure best practice in line with human rights standards, and to remind those companies 
that those who are found to be ‘aiding,’ ‘abetting’ and are ‘complicit,’ will be held ac-
countable under the appropriate legal frameworks.  

6.  Facilitate the formation of business alliances that can create a more substantial 
amount of leverage that can be utilised collectively.  
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7. Establish a permanent committee tasked solely with the analysis of the Tatmad-
aw’s economic interests to identify pathways to cut the Tatmadaw off from investment, 
economic opportunities and economic growth, and to enact the committees recom-
mendations.  

8.   To impose a multilateral arms embargo, with an additional enforcement mecha-
nism that could help ensure compliance. 

9.   Facilitate mediation efforts, providing both financial and technical assistance to 
ASEAN and other regional and local actors who can serve as a much needed forum for 
dialogue, with due regards to the inclusivity of women and civil society groups. 
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