
International Journal of Management and Applied Science, ISSN: 2394-7926                                                 Volume-4, Issue-2, Feb.-2018 
http://iraj.in 

The Rise of Violent Non State Actors and Its Influence on a Region of Armed Conflict While Reintegrating the Potential Role of the State in 
Enforcing the Available International Mechanisms to Prevent Such Threats and Hence Maintain National, Regional and International Peace 

And Security 
 

34 

THE RISE OF VIOLENT NON STATE ACTORS AND ITS INFLUENCE 
ON A REGION OF ARMED CONFLICT WHILE REINTEGRATING 

THE POTENTIAL ROLE OF THE STATE IN ENFORCING THE 
AVAILABLE INTERNATIONAL MECHANISMS TO PREVENT SUCH 

THREATS AND HENCE MAINTAIN NATIONAL, REGIONAL AND 
INTERNATIONAL PEACE AND SECURITY 

 
AYUSH BANERJEE 

 
STUDENT, JADAVPUR UNIVERSITY, KOLKATA 

E-mail:  rma8@live.com 
 

 
Abstract - There exists quite an effective anomaly dealing with non state actors especially as far as their roles are concerned. 
The non state actors that acquire potential to influence the regional stability through military, political and socio-economic 
means in turn become violent and threaten the integrity of the State in which it is operating. These actors have no 
compliance routine in times of  an persistent armed conflict. This means that there exists a vacuum when considering the 
reasonable restraints when dealing with such actors who can take advantage of any deviation from the ideal status quo due to 
the presence of an armed conflict or a major natural disaster. There also exists an underlying role and responsibility of major 
international and regional arrangements such as the United Nations, Shanghai Cooperation Organisation, North Atlantic 
Treaty Organisation, European Union, Organization for the Security and Cooperation in Europe, Arab League, African 
Union, Organisation of American States, among various others. These institutions have dealt with the precarious rise of such 
threats to international peace and security with only mild and dormant attention to the demographical proponents of the area 
of mobilisation of its units which disrupts the harmony of the region and is also a major reason for the destabilisation and 
political decay. The balance is lost in the attempt to maintain the efficiency in the implementation of the enforceable 
instrument based on the prevalent norms and ethical standards while the laws are seldom able to completely govern any such 
disruption without fallouts and international spillovers of the crises. There also exists certain specific obligations that a State 
is empowered to carry out in order to ensure protective resilience in tackling such threats from non cooperative entities such 
as violent non state actors while offering complete compliance with existing International Humanitarian Laws. These 
obligations are however not entirely codified and depend largely on the case and region of application of the legitimate 
authority as well as the responsibility of the State. This has been a major source of conjecture and debate in the recent past.  
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
In the current socio-legal and geo-political contexts, 
there exists a necessary line of demarcation between 
the entitites under the sovereign control of the State 
and the non state entitites responsible for innate 
actions both civillian and military in nature. This line 
however, is largely blurred under the influence of 
forces of disequilibirum such as but not limited to, the 
presence of an armed conflict, during a period of 
political instability or lack of good governance, 
among several other circumstances. The aspect that 
controls and in order to facilitate international action, 
dictates responsibility are the international laws that 
bind these non state actors. However, it is primarily 
the responsibility of the State to ensure the 
compliance of any and all non state actors operating 
and/or mobilizing units within its domestic 
jurisdiction to the available arrangements that are 
codified either as a code of conduct, a doctrine or 
more likely- a well documented pillar of security 
policy of any nation. The risk of such volatile non 
state actors aquring any weapon is a threat to the 
balance of powers between the civil society the non 
state actor is a part of and the State which represents 
the civil society as a representative setup based on a 

codified framework. Therefore, with the rise of such 
non state actors and the prominence of various 
regions of instability it is only imperitive to inititate 
international frameworks and mechanisms to deal 
with the same. There exists several agreements under 
several regional and international arragements that 
facilitate a common ground to ensure effective and 
overall control of non state actors especially those of 
violent nature. One of the pinnacle instruments 
include the Security Council Resolution 1540 which 
established the mandate of the 1540 Committee that 
set up a reporting scheme for nations based on the 
monitoring capabilities of the concerned nation to 
tackle and in essence neutralize the threat possesed 
from such violent non state extremist outfits. This 
resolution also defines a ‘non state actor’ as it 
furthers, ‘for the purpose of theis 
resolution(resolution 1540) only’.  
 
II. STATUS OF NON STATE ACTORS 
 
Non-state actors(NSAs) can be understood as entities 
that participate on the global and international stage 
or maintain international relationswith other State 
actors as well as non state actors in order to engage 
themselves  when and if required, in affairs which are 



International Journal of Management and Applied Science, ISSN: 2394-7926                                                 Volume-4, Issue-2, Feb.-2018 
http://iraj.in 

The Rise of Violent Non State Actors and Its Influence on a Region of Armed Conflict While Reintegrating the Potential Role of the State in 
Enforcing the Available International Mechanisms to Prevent Such Threats and Hence Maintain National, Regional and International Peace 

And Security 
 

35 

consequently relative to the territorial possession, 
human rights, system of social justice, global 
commerce, regionalism, among others. They are 
organizations with sufficient power to influence and 
cause a shift from the prevalent status quo even 
though they do not belong to any established 
institution under the direct command of controls of a 
state. The Security Council resolution 1540 furthers 
the definition of a non state actor as, “any individual 
or entity, not acting under the lawful authority of any 
State in conducting activities which come within the 
scope of this resolution.” 
 
Generally, nonstate actors are relevant for 
international law insofar as they are often able to 
impact legal values and must accordingly be 
regulated. The aforementioned impact may be a 
positive or a negative one, and this justifies both the 
existence of rights and the special status of nonstate 
entities that enables them to contribute in fields of 
their competence, as revealed by ECOSOC 
Resolution 1996/31, or to consider that they can have 
responsibilities, be they social and sometimes legal, 
as happens with international criminal law. 
Furthermore, responding to nonstate actions is crucial 
in certain fields. For instance, the fact that nonstate 
conduct can be inimical to human rights, as evinced 
by state obligations to prevent or respond to such 
violations and to protect rights, explains why several 
authors discuss if a human rights framework that 
ignores the need to directly protect individuals from 
non state actors is flawed and fails to uphold its 
foundation: human dignity. The importance of non 
state actors and the possibility that they might be 
addressees of international law makes it troublesome 
to consider that they are irrelevant for international 
law. Moreover, given their power, participation, 
influence, and impact on legal interests and 
processes, some non state entities are properly 
referred to as actors. Furthermore, they may have 
direct, indirect, formal, or informal impact on such 
legal processes as lawmaking, law enforcement, or 
dispute settlement. According to Pearlman and 
Cunningham, NSA are defined as “an organized 
political actor not directly connected to the state but 
pursing aims that affect vital state interests.” 
Furthermore, the Cotonou Agreement defines NSA as 
a broad range of non-governmental development 
actors, covering: the private sector, economic and 
social partners including unions and civil society in 
all of its forms, according to the national 
characteristics. 
 
III. CLASSIFICATION OF NON STATE 
ACTORS 
 
There exists no certainty as to the classification of the 
NSAs, neither horizontally nor vertically. However, 
logically at least, the NSAs can be categorized into 
self-explanatory clusters, as follows: 

1. Sub-state Actors: 
Sub-state actors are groups of people or individuals 
with similar interests not beyond the states that are 
able to effect the state’s foreign policy therefore, 
aren’t absolutely bereft of State influence. They are 
also known as domestic actors. An example of sub-
state actors is the automobile industry and the tobacco 
industry in USA.They are politically assembled to 
influence policies through interest groups, lobbying, 
donating to political candidates or parties, swaying 
public opinion on certain issues, and other means. 
Some examples of sub-state actors are the trade 
unions, labour unions, among others. They are able to  
greatly influence the proposals and decisions made 
regarding thestate laws in order to protect the rights 
of the employees of such unions and associations. 
 
2. Intergovernmental Organizations (IGOs):  
IGOs are organizations whose members consist of 
three or more nations-states, that is, IGOs are 
multilateral in nature. IGOs are created and joined by 
states to solve issuesbased on shared responsibility 
and collective security, which gives them authority to 
make collective collaborative decisions to manage 
situations on the global diasporas.There are two main 
types of IGOs, the global IGOs and the regional 
IGOs.  
 
Global IGOs are organizations having universal or 
nearly universal membership which means every state 
is a member like the United Nations (UN), World 
Trade Organization (WTO), International Monetary 
Fund (IMF), among others whereas, regional IGOs 
are a subset of states as members based on a 
particular interest or region, such as the Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), European 
Union (EU), African Union(AU), North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization(NATO), Shanghai Cooperation 
Organizzation (SCO), BRICS, among several others. 
States need to correspond and communicate with 
each other and oversee other states to ensure 
complete compliance of their obligatory 
commitments to acknowledge many of the problems. 
For instance, in the case of free trade, the World 
Trade Organization (WTO) was formed to coordinate 
the negotiation of tariffs and to provide a mechanism 
for resolving disputes. Some of these tasks might be 
more complicated and expensive to execute without 
the IGOs. 
 
There are times where IGOs are not only created to 
solve problems but to provide a platform for 
discussion. The UN General Assembly has no 
predetermined agenda but provides a forum for states 
to discuss and debate issues that surfaced. Similarly, 
one of WTO’s goal is to organize meetings at which 
states will negotiate to solve problems.  
Some examples of IGOs and their purposes: 
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Figure 1 

 
 3. Transnational Actors:  
Transnational actors are actors that function below 
the level of the state but operate across  the state 
borders. There are two types of transnational actors 
which are the transnational corporations (TNCs) or 
multinational corporations (MNCs) and the non-
governmental organizations (NGOs).Multinational 
corporations (MNCs) are companies that have 
headquarter in one state but invest and operate 
extensively in other states. MNCs are based in one 
state but have branches or subsidiaries operating in 
other states. In other words, MNC is a large scale 
corporation operating on a worldwide basis on a 
global scale, with respect to the global markets 
simultaneously in several nations with both fixed and 
flexible facilities and units in each such facility.The 
types of MNCs include industrial corporations, 
financial corporations such as multinational banks, 
services such as Starbucks fast-food chain, 
international airline sholdingssuch asAir Asia, 
Emirates, Qatar Airways, Lufthansa, among others 
including hotel chains and real estate corporrations. 
4. Non-governmental Organizations (NGOs): 
NGOs are private international actors whose 
members are not states but, are rather volunteers from 
populations different states, who have formed 
organizations to promote their shared interests and 
ideals in order to influence the policies of state 
governments and intergovernmental organizations 
(IGOs). NGOs tackle many global problems and seek 
changes in the world for causes such as disarmament, 

environmental protection, human rights and many 
more.NGOs interact with states, sub-state actors, 
MNCs, and other NGOs. NGOs are increasingly 
being recognized at the UN and other forums, as 
legitimate actors along with states but is not equal to 
them. Some of the groups have a political purpose, 
some a humanitarian one, some an economic or a 
technical one. At times, certain NGOs such as Human 
Rights Watch and Amnesty International are provided 
with a consultative stuatus by the UN. There are 
times where NGOs combine efforts through 
transnational advocacy networks.Another kind of 
NGO is based on the precepts of a religious 
movement. Religious movement is a set of beliefs 
and ideas administered politically by a religious 
group to promote the principles of conduct. They are 
a politically active organizations based on strong 
religious convictions.Although, religious movement 
have had a strong influence in politics in the erstwhile 
days, such as able to cause a strife or conflict between 
people with different religions, nowadays, religious 
movement act as a peacemaker between states. 
5. Actors that Advocate Violence: 
Terrorists or rather political clusters of individuals 
that advocate violence might not call themselves 
NGOs but, they operate in the same manner which 
are by interacting both with states and with relevant 
populations and institutions through violence and 
planning attacks.These groups holdmassive power 
and are able to influence the international relations 
between states as well as the political and economic 
scenario within the nation.  
6. International Criminal Groups: 
These actors are too catergorized as transnational 
actors but they operate in an illegitimate and illegal 
manner. Most of these groups have a great capacity of 
financial resources and thus, are able to influence the 
state’s policies. Some of them are even capable to 
threaten the state’s security. Most of these groups are 
involved in transnational organized crimes such as 
trafficking in drugs, human beings, coercive 
prostitution, proliferation of firearms, among several 
others.  
 
IV. NON STATE ACTORS OF VIOLENT 
NATURE 
 
As we can observe from the above categorization, 
there exists several types of non state actors at 
various tiers of diplomacy. It is also clearly 
elucidated that operationally there can be only a 
diarchial classification of NSAs based on their 
capacity to use force as a weapon. Some of these 
operators are illegitimate, some are illegal and some, 
argueably are legitimate under circumstances of 
certain specific events such as a conflict.  
Violent non-state actors (VNSA), also referred to as 
armed non-state actors are basically individuals 
and/or organizations that have economic, political or 
social power as well as are able to influence at a 
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national, regional and at times at an international 
level but do not belong to state machinery, who 
employ violence in pursuit of their objectives and 
hence are necessarily armed.  
States with low legitimacyare often unable to create 
or maintain the and poor confidence of their 
populations. In such circumstances, individuals and 
entities revert to, or develop, alternative patterns of 
affliation to serve their collective interest hence give 
rise to VNSAs. As a new participant of actors 
affecting international relations, VNSAs represent a 
hard departure from the traditional Westphalian 
sovereignty system of states in two inter-linked ways: 
by providing an alternative to the legitimacy of state 
governance systems and consequently challenging the 
state's monopoly on the use of force. Phil Williams, 
in an overview article, stated that "violent non-state 
actors have become a pervasive challenge to nation-
states in the 21st century”. And, indeed, he is correct, 
at least based on the evidences of violent extremism 
carried out by units such as the Contras in Nicaragua, 
the Free Syrian Army in the Middle East, although in 
good faith, to tackle the most complex threats of 
terrorism in all its manifestations.  
 
V. INTERNATIONAL MECANISMS 
GOVERNING ARMED CONFLICTS 
 
International humanitarian law(IHL) distinguishes 
two types of armed conflicts, namely: 
1. International armed conflicts(IAC), opposing two 
or more States, and 
2. Non-international armed conflicts(NIAC), between 
governmental forces and non-governmental armed 
groups, or between such groups only. IHL treaty law 
also establishes a distinction between non-
international armed conflicts in the meaning of 
common Article 3 of the Geneva Conventions of 
1949 and non-international armed conflicts falling 
within the definition provided in Article 1 of 
Additional Protocol II. 
Legally there exists no other type of armed conflict. It 
is nevertheless important to underline that a situation 
can evolve from one type of armed conflict to 
another, depending on the facts prevailing at a certain 
moment. 
Common Article 2 to the Geneva Conventions of 
1949 states that: 
"In addition to the provisions which shall be 
implemented in peacetime, the present Convention 
shall apply to all cases of declared war or of any other 
armed conflict which may arise between two or more 
of the High Contracting Parties, even if the state of 
war is not recognized by one of them. 
The Convention shall also apply to all cases of partial 
or total occupation of the territory of a High 
Contracting Party, even if the said occupation meets 
with no armed resistance". 
According to this provision, IACs are those which 
oppose "High Contracting Parties", meaning States. 

An IAC occurs when one or more States have 
recourse to armed force against another State, 
regardless of the reasons or the intensity of this 
confrontation. Relevant rules of International 
Humanitarian Law may be applicable even in the 
absence of open hostilities. 
Two main legal sources must be examined in order to 
determine what a Non International Armed Conflicts 
under international Humanitarian Law is: a) common 
Article 3 to the Geneva Conventions of 1949; b) 
Article 1 of Additional Protocol II: 
a)Common Article 3 applies to "armed conflicts not 
of an international character occurring in the territory 
of one of the High Contracting Parties". These 
include armed conflicts in which one or more non-
governmental armed groups are involved. Depending 
on the situation, hostilities may occur between 
governmental armed forces and non-governmental 
armed groups or between such groups only. As the 
four Geneva Conventions have universally been 
ratified now, the requirement that the armed conflict 
must occur "in the territory of one of the High 
Contracting Parties" has lost its importance in 
practice. Indeed, any armed conflict between 
governmental armed forces and armed groups or 
between such groups cannot but take place on the 
territory of one of the Parties to the Convention. 
b) Article 1 of Additional Protocol II provides a more 
restrictive definition of NIAC was adopted for the 
specific purpose of Additional Protocol II. This 
instrument applies to armed conflicts "which take 
place in the territory of a High Contracting Party 
between its armed forces and dissident armed forces 
or other organized armed groups which, under 
responsible command, exercise such control over a 
part of its territory as to enable them to carry out 
sustained and concerted military operations and to 
implement this Protocol". 
This definition is narrower than the notion of NIAC 
under common Article 3 in two aspects. Firstly, it 
introduces a requirement of territorial control, by 
providing that non-governmental parties must 
exercise such territorial control "as to enable them to 
carry out sustained and concerted military operations 
and to implement this Protocol". Secondly, 
Additional Protocol II expressly applies only to 
armed conflicts between State armed forces and 
dissident armed forces or other organised armed 
groups. Contrary to common Article 3, the Protocol 
does not apply to armed conflicts occurring only 
between non-State armed groups. 
In this context, it must be reminded that Additional 
Protocol II "develops and supplements" common 
Article 3 "without modifying its existing conditions 
of application.” 
This means that this restrictive definition is relevant 
for the application of Protocol II only, but does not 
extend to the law of NIAC in general. Hence, from 
the aforementioned definitions both, of IACs and 
NIACs , the responsibility of the States, both 
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contracting and home can be understood to be of 
effective control measures to ensure security at all 
levels. To further understand the relation between the 
influence of a non state armed group or a VNSA and 
the applicability of such available instruments, it must 
be considered that such laws are only at the disposal 
of a State machinery not the non state actors and 
outlines the hollistic case towards a shared State 
responsibility at the international level, at least.   
 
VI. CASE STUDY: AFGHANISTAN 
 
While the applicability of the aforestated Common 
Article 3 of the 1949 Geneva Conventions to the 
conflict is not controversial, how and to what extent 
Additional Protocol II applies is more difficult to 
assess, in particular in relation to the various armed 
actors operating in the nation of Afghanistan. 
Nevertheless, its applicability to such actors 
exercising control over a population is slowly 
becoming more accepted. In addition, violations of 
peremptory norms of international law can also 
directly engage the legal responsibility of such 
groups. 
The conflict in Afghanistan is one of the longest  
running contemporary conflicts involving an 
international coalition of military forces. In October 
2001, the United States of America initiated air 
strikes on Afghanistan, followed by a ground 
offensive called Operation Enduring Freedom, to 
overthrow the Taliban government and subsequently 
drive out Al Qaeda forces hosted in Afghanistan 
following the 11 September 2001 terroristattacks on 
the United States. The intensity of the conflict has 
been growing significantly, with a resurgent 
Talibanand a number of other non-state armed groups 
pitted against Afghan government forces and an 
international coalition of some 150,000 military 
personnel serving in the International Security 
Assistance Force (ISAF) and Operation Enduring 
Freedom. 
Prior to the current armed conflict, the violence in 
Afghanistan has moved through at least three phases 
since 2001. The first of these phases covers the 
situation leading up to the US-led invasion of 
Afghanistan in October 2001; the violence between 
the Taliban government and the Northern Alliance 
forces at that time constituted an armed conflict of a 
non-international character. The second phase began 
with the US-led attacks against the Taliban on  
October 2001, which constituted an international 
armed conflict governed by applicable customary 
rules.Nonetheless, subsequently the armed violence 
in Afghanistan was certainly of a sufficient intensity 
to constitute an armed conflict of a non-international 
character. The two sets of treaty rules generally 
applicable to such conflicts are Article 3 common to 
the four Geneva Conventions (Common Article 3) 
and the Protocol Additional to the Geneva 
Conventions of 12 August 1949, and relating to the 

Protection of Victims of Non-International Armed 
Conflicts (Additional Protocol II).Afghanistan 
however has ratified the four Geneva Conventions in 
1956 andadhered to the two Additional Protocols in 
June 2009, with Additional Protocol II coming into 
force for that country on 24 December 2009. 
Afghanistan, as noted above, is a state party to the 
Geneva Conventions, and for most of the last decade 
the violence between the Afghan government and 
international military forces and organized armed 
groups (particularly, but not only, the Taliban) has 
been of such intensity that an armed conflict has been 
taking place. It is further asserted that regarding the 
requisite level of organization of an VNSA to be 
considered a party to the conflict, the four main 
groups including the Taliban, the Haqqani network, 
Hezb-e-Islami, and Al Qaeda (in Afghanistan)–have 
each demonstrated sufficient organization to be 
bound directly by international humanitarian law. In 
the case of the Taliban, the issuance of what is in 
effect a military code of conduct is evidence of the 
existence of command structure and disciplinary rules 
and mechanisms within the group.It is clear that the 
Protocol applies to all of Afghanistan’s armed and 
other security forces in their operations against the 
Taliban, but the extent to which VNSAs are also 
directly bound by the Protocol could be questioned. 
Indeed, contrary to Common Article 3, the Protocol 
does not expressly apply its provisions to any party 
(or ‘Party’) to the conflict. Nevertheless, the 
applicability of the Protocol to VNSAs should be 
inferred where they meet the criteria of ‘organized 
armed groups’ referred to in Article 1(1) of 
Additional Protocol II. This clearly includes the 
Taliban, based on the aforementioned definitions. 
The foreign forces are not those of the territorial state, 
that is, Afghanistan, in which the conflict is taking 
place, unless it can be proved that the intervening 
states are agents of the state of Afghanistan. This 
would imply that the foreign forces are ‘placed at the 
disposal’ of the host state, but this does not appear to 
be the case in Afghanistan.A broader interpretation is 
the one that the Protocol applies to each and every 
party to any armed conflict that meets the criteria of 
Article 1(1).Interpreting the material scope of 
application in line with the object and purpose of 
humanitarian law would brush away the purported 
territorial requirement referred to above. Thus, 
instead being read restrictively so as to apply only to 
the territorial state and its rebels, Article 1(1) should 
encompass the conduct of any contracting party to 
Additional Protocol II intervening in support of the 
territorial state by the mere fact of participating in a 
conflict thattakes place in ‘the territory of a High 
Contracting Party between its armed forces and 
dissident armed forces or other organized armed 
groups’. 
Typically, commentators simply dismiss the 
possibility of any foreign military forces being 
expressly bound by the provisions of the Protocol in 
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their operations in Afghanistan, without any attempt 
to argue their case (and without any express exclusion 
being included in the text of the Protocol in its 
application is limited to the armed conflict that meets 
certain criteria and not merely the parties included in 
those criteria).  
Let us assume for the sake of clarity and direction 
that they are correct. In the absence of agreement on 
the content of customary law, what treaty law would 
apply in the event that Afghan forces are fighting side 
by side with foreign military personnel? Do the 
Afghan forces apply Additional Protocol II but not 
the foreign military? What are the Taliban supposed 
to do? Try to distinguish between Afghan forces and 
foreign military forces in their conduct of hostilities 
and adapt their methods of warfare accordingly? Are 
they relieved of their Additional Protocol II 
obligations when fighting foreign military forces? 
At the very least, the forces of states that are also 
party to Additional Protocol II should be considered 
formally bound by its provisions in their military 
operations in Afghanistan, as they are engaged in the 
armed conflict that pits Afghanistan government 
forces against at least one armed group meeting the 
Protocol’s criteria for application otherwise this could 
lead to interoperability concerns, as well as a possible 
lack of clarity in operations between the different 
parties to the conflict. 
Only a few such states are not party to the Protocol, 
including the largest troop contributor, namely the 
USAbut, there is even an argument that, since all 
foreign states are ostensibly present to support the 
Government of Afghanistan. Indeed, in the existing 
agreement between ISAF and the Afghan authorities 
it is stipulated that, ‘ISAF Forces will respect the 
laws and culture of Afghanistan’. For its part, the US 
‘long has stated that it will apply the rules in its 
manuals whether the conflict is characterized as 
international or non-international, but this clearly is 
not intended to indicate that it is bound to do so as a 
matter of law in non-international conflicts’. 
The International Committee of the Red Cross 
(ICRC)’s study of customary international 
humanitarian law adduced a series of rules (141 in 
total) applicable to any armed conflict of a non-
international character. In particular, uncertainties 
persist with regard to the universal recognition and 
implementation of all of these rules. Indeed, if states 
themselves are reluctant to develop customary rules 
and obligations with respect to their own behaviour, 
that ‘makes it hard to argue that the rules have 
become customary and creating new binding 
obligations on the armed non-state actors’. 
Despite these uncertainties, one can safely assert that, 
in addition to the customary law provisions of 
Common Article 3, the rules regulating the conduct 
of hostilities such as the principles of distinction and 
proportionality, and the prohibition of perfidy or 
precaution in attack are also part of customary 
international law applicable to non-international 

armed conflicts and are then also applicable to the 
non-state armed groups operating in Afghanistan. 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
This recent rise of VNSAs have had an incredible 
impact on the international relations of several States 
such as Afghanistan, Yemen, Libya, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Pakistan, to 
name a few. The presence of an armed conflict or a 
social upheavel is common to all these regions, as 
well. There however needs to be a fine line drawn to 
differentiate non state actors that are not of violent 
nature from the ones that are of violent nature before 
implementing any generalized national State policy 
otherwise, certain non state actors such as Private 
Military and Security Companies and Humanitarian 
Assistance Missions too would be categorially a part 
of ‘VNSA’s. This would come in conjecture with 
IHL and disrupt human right instruments as well as 
several international agreements such as the UN 
Mercenary Convention and the Montreux Document 
regulating oversight responsibilities between States 
with respect to Private Military Companies and their 
subsequent usage by state authorities as short term 
mobilized units, alternative to their standing armies. 
This should however not provide for a freeway for 
mercenaries and only prevent events such as the 
Tahrir Square Massacre from repeating itself in the 
future. It should also be noted that the realization of 
the role and responsibility of the State in order to 
ensure compliance to international standards is 
largely governed through domestic legislations, IHL 
and customary laws that are prevalent on a regional 
level. 
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