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Dear Delegates  

It is with great pleasure that we welcome you to our Conference. 

The Conference is open to all students of all abilities and our committee topics have been selected 
with this in mind. We hope that you enjoy fruitful debate during the day.  

At Lingfield we encourage lively discussion but emphasise the importance of diplomacy and co-
operation to solve problems and come to effective solutions. To help with the smooth running of 
committee sessions. we encourage you to submit resolutions for your one or both of the topics in 
your committee. These should be sent directly to your chairs whose email addresses are listed on the 
committee reports. Additionally, to gain the most out of this conference, delegates should prepare an 
opening speech. With a prepared speech in hand, you will feel more confident and will feel better 
prepared to take part in discussion.  

The Dress Code for this conference event is Formal attire. 
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Order of The Day 
8:30 – 9:00 Pastries, Coffee, Tea, Juice, and Registration (Marquee) 

9:00 – 9:30 Lobbying 

9:30 – 10:15 Opening Ceremony (Auditorium) 

10:15 – 10:30 Refreshments 

10:30 – 13:00 Committees in Session 

13:00 – 13:45 Lunch (Marquee) 

13:45 – 15:15 Committees in Session 

15:15 – 17:00 Crisis General Assembly (Auditorium) 

17:00 – 17:30 Awards Ceremony 
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Rules of Procedure 
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Expectations of Delegates 
During debate, each delegate is expected to: 

- Always respect the decisions of the Chair, 

- Obtain the floor before speaking, 

- Stand when speaking, 

- Always use courteous and formal language, 

- Try to avoid using the pronoun “I”, they should instead refer to themselves as “the delegation of 
Russia” or “We, The Russian Federation believe...” 

 

Roll Call 
The chair will begin with a roll call. When they read out the name of your country, delegates are 
expected to answer with either present or present and voting. 

Present: the delegate is ready to begin debate but wants to have the option to abstain during 
substantive votes (voting on amendments or resolutions). 

Present and Voting: the delegate does not wish to have the option to abstain on substantive votes 
(votes on resolutions or amendments). This option is more restrictive, but good for sending a strong 
message if your country has a clear stance on the topic. 

 

Opening Speeches 
Delegates will be encouraged to give an opening policy statement regarding their countries stance on 
the topic being discussed. Opening policy statements will generally be limited to 1 minute in length, 
and delegates should yield the floor to the chair when finished. 

 

Lobbying 
Lobbying is an informal period of free discussion in which delegates may move around and speech to 
others about the topic at hand. Lobbying time should be used to discuss resolutions. Delegates who 
have submitted a resolution should aim to get signatories for their resolution, and other delegates 
should think about constructing amendments to submit to the chair.  
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Debating a Resolution 
Once the period of lobbying has elapsed, the chair will move the committee into debate on a 
resolution. The submitter of the resolution will be invited to read out their operative clauses. The 
committee will then move into open debate on the resolution, the chair will set the length of time for 
this. Delegates will be invited to give speeches regarding the resolution, starting with the delegate who 
submitted it.  

 

Debating an Amendment 
Amendments may be submitted to the chair at any time. We will provide instructions of how to submit 
amendments electronically closer to the time of the conference. 

Once the period of debate on the resolution has elapsed, the chair will move the committee into 
debate on specific amendments. The submitter of the amendment will be invited to read it out. The 
committee will then move into closed debate on the amendment, the chair will set the length of time 
for this. Delegates will be invited to give speeches for and against the amendment, starting with the 
delegate who submitted it.  

 

Changing Debate Time 
Depending on how the debate is progressing, the chair may choose to extend or reduce debate time 
on a resolution or clause. 

If a delegate wishes the debate time to be changed, they must wait until no delegate is giving a speech. 
They should then raise their placard and, when recognised by the chair “motion to extend debate time 
by x minutes” / “motion to reduce debate time by x minutes” / “motion to move to voting procedure 
on this amendment “ 

 

Voting Procedure 
Before voting on a resolution, the chair may choose to move into a period of closed debate in which 
delegates speak for or against a resolution.  

When voting on a resolution or amendment, the chair will ask you to raise your placard at an 
appropriate time. You must cast a vote, either for, against or abstaining. However, you may not abstain 
if you registered “present and voting” at the start of the committee. 
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Yielding 
During open speeches, delegates may yield their time to the chair or another country or to Points of 
information 

Would it be in order to yield to country X 

I yield my time to the chair 

During debate, delegates will be allowed to yield their remaining time to the chair, to points of 
information (questions from other delegates) or to another delegate. The maximum length of a yield 
chain permitted is one. 

 

Points 
Delegates may raise the following points to the chair during debate. Delegates must raise their placard, 
and wait to be recognised by the chair before stating their point. Points may not interrupt a speaker, 
unless they are a point of personal privilege regarding audibility of a speaker. 

A Point of Personal Privilege refers to the well being of a delegate. It may not refer to the resolution. 
It may only interrupt a speaker if the speech is inaudible. This is the only point that may interrupt a 
speaker. 

A Point of Information is a question regarding a speech. It may only be asked once a delegate has 
yielded to points of information and the chair has called upon you. 

A Point of Order is used to indicate an instance of improper parliamentary procedure.This includes if 
you think a delegate has not followed the correct procedure, or if you think the chair has made a 
mistake eg debate time has elapsed and they haven’t noticed. 

A Point of Parliamentary Enquiry is a question to the Chair about the rules of procedure. For example, 
if you’re unsure of how to submit an amendment. 

 

Resolution Guide 
A resolution is a document that seeks to solve the problems that a committee addresses. We 
encourage delegates to consider writing a resolution on one of the topics of their committee. Writing 
a resolution will aid a delegate’s understanding and knowledge of the topic and of Model UN, and 
allow them to get the most out of the conference. Delegates should email their resolution to the 
chairs before the start of their committee session so that it can be distributed before lobbying. After 
a period of lobbying, the resolution with the most signatories will be chosen for debate.  
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Introduction 
The first section of a resolution is the introduction. For Lingfield MUN, the layout should be as follows: 

Committee: [insert committee name] 

Topic: [INSERT TOPIC]  

Sponsor: [INSERT YOUR COUNTRY]  

Signatories: [INSERT YOUR CO-SUBMITTERS COUNTRY NAMES]  
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Preambulatory Clauses 
Your preambulatory clauses come after the introduction. They should set out things which should be 
known before starting debate. For example, they may contain definitions, background information, 
statistics and remind delegates of previous resolutions passed by the UN.  

A preambulatory phrase is the word or phrase which goes at the beginning of the clause. Each 
preambulatory clause should begin with one of the below phrases: 

 

Affirming 

Alarmed by 

Approving 

Aware of 

Bearing in mind 

Believing 

Confident 

Contemplating 

Convinced 

Declaring 

Deeply concerned 

Deeply conscious 

Deeply disturbed 

Deeply Regretting 

Desiring 

Emphasising 

Expecting 

Expressing its appreciation 
Expressing its satisfaction 

Fulfilling 

Fully alarmed 

Fully aware Fully believing 
Further deploring 

Further recalling 

Guided by 

Having adopted 

Having considered 

Having considered further   
Having devoted attention 

Having examined 

Having received 

Having studied 

Keeping in mind 

Noting 

Noting further 

Noting with deep concern 
Noting with satisfaction 

Noting with approval 

Noting with regret 

Observing 

Reaffirming 

Realising 

Recalling 

Recognising 

Referring 

Seeking 

Taking into account 

Taking into consideration 
Taking note 

Viewing with appreciation 
Welcoming 

 

 

The preambulatory phrases should be italicized and each clause should end with a comma. An example 
is shown below: 

 

Noting with deep concern that more than 100 humanitarian aid workers have died in South Sudan 
since the most recent conflict erupted in 2013. 
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Operative Clauses 
Operative clauses should go underneath your preambulatory clauses. They should describe what you 
want to achieve in the resolution and how you plan to solve the issue at hand. This is where most (if 
not all) of the debate should take place. 

An operative phrase is the word or phrase which goes at the beginning of the clause. Each operative 
clause should begin with one of the below phrases: 

 

Accepts 
Affirms 

Approves 
Asks 

Authorises 
Calls for 

Calls upon 
Confirms 

Congratulates 
Considers 

Declares accordingly Deplores 
Designates 

 

Draws attention to 
Emphasises 
Encourages 
Endorses 

Expresses its appreciation 
Expresses its hope 

Further invites 
Further proclaims 
Further reminds 

Further recommends Further 
requests 
Proclaims 

Reaffirms 
Recommends 

Regrets 
Reminds 
Requests 

Solemnly affirms 
Strongly encourages 

Strongly requests 
Strongly urges 

Supports 
Trusts 
Urges 

 

Security council only: Condemns, Demands, Instructs, Strongly condemns 

Each clause should be numbered, and the operative phrase should be underlined. Each clause should 
end with a semicolon, except for the final clause which should end with a full stop. You can have sub-
clauses (ordered with letters) and sub-sub-clauses (numbered with Roman numerals) but you cannot 
go any further. Sub-clauses do not need to start with an operative phrase. 

Advice: Usually including more details in an operative clause will make it stronger or at least make the 
idea more clear to other delegates. A simple way to strengthen each operative clause is to answer the 
“who, what, when, where, why, and how” of each action you’re calling for. These details can be broken 
down into sub-clauses underneath the main operative clause. 

An example of an operative clause is shown below: 

 

1. Endorses the construction of infrastructure, specifically transport infrastructure, for the purpose of 
increasing trade links and economic growth in the region, this infrastructure would: 

Be built both within South Sudan and between South Sudan and the surrounding areas, 

Be funded and overseen by the United Nations Industrial Development Organization, 

Employ labourers from local areas wherever possible; 
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Glossary 

Abstain: During a vote on a substantive matter, delegates may abstain rather than vote yes or no. This 
generally signals that a country does not support the resolution being voted on, but does not oppose 
it enough to vote no. This option is only available if the delegate registered as “present” and not 
“present and voting” during roll call. 

Amendment: A change to a draft resolution on the floor. Can be of two types: a “friendly amendment” 
is supported by the original draft resolution’s sponsors, while an “unfriendly amendment” is not 
supported by the original sponsors and must be voted on by the committee as a whole.  

Bloc: A group of countries in a similar geographical region or with a similar opinion on a particular 
topic. Blocs typically vote together and may collaborate on producing amendments during lobbying. 

Chair: A member of the dais that moderates debate, keeps time, rules on points and motions, and 
enforces the rules of procedure.  

Member State: A country that has ratified the Charter of the United Nations and whose application 
to join has been accepted by the General Assembly and Security Council. Currently, there are 193 
member states. 

Motion: A request made by a delegate that the committee as a whole do something. In LCMUN, 
delegates can motion to extend debate time or move to voting procedure. 

Placard: A piece of cardstock with a country’s name on it that a delegate raises in the air to signal to 
the Chair that he or she wishes to speak.  

Point: A request raised by a delegate for information or for an action relating to that delegate. 
Examples include a point of order, a point of information, and a point of personal privilege.  

Procedural: Having to do with the way a committee is run, as opposed to the topic being discussed. 
All delegates present must vote on procedural matters and may not abstain.  

Roll Call: The first order of business in a Model UN committee, during which the Chair reads aloud 
the names of each member state in the committee.  

Rules of Procedure: The rules by which a Model UN committee is run.  

Second: To agree with a motion being proposed. Motions must be seconded before they can be 
brought to a vote. Delegates can second a motion by raising their placards when the chair asks for 
seconds. 

Signatory: A country that wishes a draft resolution to be put on the floor and signs the draft resolution 
to accomplish this. A signatory need not support a resolution; it only wants it to be discussed. In 
LCMUN, the resolutions and amendments with the most signatories will be discussed first. 

Sponsor: The delegate(s) who wrote a draft resolution. 

Substantive: Having to do with the topic being discussed. A substantive vote is a vote on a draft 
resolution or amendment already on the floor.  

Veto: The ability, held by China, France, the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom, and the United 
States to prevent any draft resolution or amendment in the Security Council. 
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Summary 
The denuclearisation of the Korean Peninsula has been one of the most pressing issues of international 
diplomacy since the mid-20th century. The Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK), has 
developed a significant nuclear weapons program, resulting in considerable tensions particularly along 
the Korean Peninsula. Despite numerous diplomatic efforts and sanctions North Korea continues to 
expand its nuclear capabilities, citing security concerns and a desire for self-defence. The Republic of 
Korea (South Korea) remains a vital ally of the United States and a non-nuclear state under the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), though it has its own security concerns.  

Efforts to denuclearise the peninsula have been complicated by the DPRK's insistence on maintaining 
its nuclear arsenal as a deterrent against perceived threats, particularly from the United States. 
Previous dialogues, such as the Six-Party Talks (involving China, Russia, Japan, South Korea, North 
Korea, and the United States), have stalled, and the international community faces difficulties in finding 
a viable solution. Denuclearisation remains critical to regional stability, the prevention of nuclear 
proliferation, and the long-term goal of peace on the Korean Peninsula.  

 

Background Information 
The division of Korea after World War II and the Korean War (1950-1953) marked the beginning of 
a geopolitical struggle on the Korean Peninsula. Following the armistice in 1953, the peninsula 
remained divided, with North Korea under a communist regime backed by the Soviet Union and China, 
while South Korea developed into a capitalist democracy allied with the United States and other 
Western powers.  

Since the Cold War North Korea has been developing a nuclear program since the 1960’s, partly with 
Soviet assistance. By the 1990s, the DPRK had become more explicit in its nuclear ambitions, which 
led to the signing of the Agreed Framework in 1994 between the U.S. and North Korea. Under this 
agreement, North Korea agreed to freeze its nuclear program in exchange for aid. However, this 
agreement ultimately collapsed in the early 2000s as mutual distrust and non-compliance from both 
sides undermined progress.  

In 2006, North Korea conducted its first nuclear test, defying international sanctions and sparking 
global concern. There were following nuclear tests in 2009, 2013, 2016, and 2017 which confirmed 
the DPRK’s ability to develop increasingly sophisticated nuclear weapons. North Korea also developed 
ballistic missile technology, including intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs), capable of reaching 
targets in the United States and other countries. The DPRK claims that its nuclear arsenal is essential 
for deterring U.S. aggression, citing the presence of U.S. troops in South Korea and annual military 
exercises between the U.S. and South Korea.   

The United Nations has imposed several rounds of sanctions on North Korea, targeting its economy, 
military and leadership. The sanctions aim to cut off revenue streams that could be funnelled into 
nuclear and missile development. However, enforcement of these sanctions, particularly by China and 
Russia, has been inconsistent, and North Korea has found ways to circumvent them, including methods 
of illicit trade and cyber operations.  
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Key Issues 

The denuclearisation of the Korean Peninsula has been one of the most pressing issues of international 
diplomacy since the mid-20th century. The Democratic People's Republic of Korea (DPRK), has 
developed a significant nuclear weapons program, resulting in considerable tensions particularly along 
the Korean Peninsula. Despite numerous diplomatic efforts and sanctions North Korea continues to 
expand its nuclear capabilities, citing security concerns and a desire for self-defence. The Republic of 
Korea (South Korea) remains a vital ally of the United States and a non-nuclear state under the Treaty 
on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), though it has its own security concerns. 

Efforts to denuclearise the peninsula have been complicated by the DPRK's insistence on maintaining 
its nuclear arsenal as a deterrent against perceived threats, particularly from the United States. 
Previous dialogues, such as the Six-Party Talks (involving China, Russia, Japan, South Korea, North 
Korea, and the United States), have stalled, and the international community faces difficulties in finding 
a viable solution. Denuclearisation remains critical to regional stability, the prevention of nuclear 
proliferation, and the long-term goal of peace on the Korean Peninsula. 

 

Key Questions  
What security guarantees can be offered to North Korea to encourage it to abandon its nuclear 
weapons program? 

How can the international community ensure compliance and verification of denuclearisation by North 
Korea? 

What role should neighbouring countries such as China, South Korea, Japan and Russia play in 
facilitating the denuclearisation? 

Is denuclearisation even possible with such high tensions between North and South Korea? 

 

Major Countries / Organisations Involved  
• DPRK (North Korea)   

• South Korea  

• The United States  

• China  

• Japan  

• Russia  

• Taiwan  

• UK  

• France  

• The international Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)  
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Timeline 
1985: North Korea Joins the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT)  

• North Korea signs the NPT, committing to not develop nuclear weapons. However, its compliance 
becomes a concern as its nuclear activities raise suspicions in the following years.  

1994: Agreed Framework Between the U.S. and North Korea  

• The U.S. and North Korea reach the Agreed Framework, under which North Korea agrees to freeze 
its nuclear program in exchange for aid, including the construction of two light-water reactors. This 
agreement collapses by the early 2000s due to mutual accusations of non-compliance.  

2003: North Korea Withdraws from the NPT  

• After the collapse of the Agreed Framework and increasing tensions with the U.S., North Korea 
officially withdraws from the NPT, marking a significant step toward openly pursuing nuclear weapons.  

2003–2009: Six-Party Talks 

• China, Japan, North Korea, South Korea, Russia, and the U.S. engage in multilateral negotiations aimed 
at denuclearising the Korean Peninsula. The talks lead to some agreements but ultimately stall after 
North Korea tests its first nuclear device in 2006.  

2006: North Korea Conducts Its First Nuclear Test  

• North Korea conducts its first nuclear test in October, prompting international condemnation and a 
series of United Nations sanctions designed to halt its nuclear ambitions.  

2009: Collapse of Six-Party Talks  

• North Korea walks away from the Six-Party Talks and conducts another nuclear test, heightening 
tensions. Diplomatic efforts for denuclearisation stagnate in the years following.  

2012: Leap Day Agreement  

• The U.S. and North Korea agree on a moratorium on nuclear and missile tests in exchange for food 
aid. The deal collapses in April 2012 when North Korea launches a satellite using ballistic missile 
technology.  

2016–2017: Accelerated North Korean Nuclear and Missile Testing  

• North Korea conducts several nuclear tests and launches multiple ballistic missiles, including 
intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs), which demonstrate its capability to reach the U.S. mainland. 
The international community imposes new rounds of sanctions.  

2018: Diplomatic Thaw and Inter-Korean Summits  

• North and South Korean leaders Kim Jong-un and Moon Jae-in hold several summits, and there is a 
temporary thaw in relations. Both sides pledge to work toward denuclearisation and peace on the 
peninsula.  

2018–2019: U.S.-North Korea Summits 

• U.S. President Donald Trump and North Korean leader Kim Jong-un meet in Singapore (June 2018) 
and Hanoi (February 2019) in unprecedented summits. However, these meetings fail to produce 
concrete agreements on denuclearisation.  
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2020–2021: Stalemate and North Korean Missile Tests Resume  

• Diplomatic engagement slows under the Biden administration, while North Korea resumes missile 
tests, signalling a return to a hardline stance. Tensions rise as North Korea continues to develop its 
nuclear arsenal.  

 

Wider Reading 
https://www.usip.org/publications/2023/01/north-korean-arms-control-doesnt-have-conflict-
disarmament 

https://www.stripes.com/theaters/asia_pacific/2022-09-07/north-korea-nuclear-weapons-
denuclearization-7240476.html 

https://www.ft.com/content/567fcb84-6940-11e8-8cf3-0c230fa67aec 

https://thediplomat.com/2024/08/fixing-deteriorating-us-deterrence-on-the-korean-peninsula/ 
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Summary 
‘International waters’ cover 50% of the surface area of the planet and cover two-thirds of the oceans. 
The term ‘international waters’ typically refers to the more formal term ‘high seas’, i.e., the waters 
outside of the territorial and internal waters of a nation. Therefore, no single country’s laws apply 
within international waters, allowing for nations’ rights to fishing, navigation and scientific research 
among other rights.   

The issue of maritime security and disputes in international waters poses significant challenges to 
international peace and cooperation. With an increasing reliance on global trade routes, and 
heightened activities in contested waters, nations must address piracy, illegal fishing, and the 
militarization of disputed regions. Key areas of concern include the South China Sea, the Gulf of Aden, 
and the Arctic, where competing territorial claims threaten global stability. International frameworks, 
such as the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), are critical for defining 
maritime boundaries and promoting peaceful dispute resolution. However, inconsistent enforcement, 
overlapping claims, and emerging challenges, like climate change and resource exploitation, necessitate 
a multilateral approach, balancing national interests with global security. The international community 
must strengthen collaborative mechanisms to ensure safety and freedom of navigation while fostering 
diplomacy to mitigate the risk of conflict.  

 

Background Information 

Maritime security has long been a cornerstone of global stability, given the oceans' role as vital conduits 
for international trade, communication, and resource extraction. The ever-increasing scale of global 
trade, alongside the growth of commercial fishing and energy exploration, has further underscored 
the strategic importance of safeguarding international waters. However, the expansion of these 
activities has simultaneously exacerbated geopolitical tensions, particularly in regions where territorial 
claims overlap. Resource-rich areas such as the South China Sea and the Arctic have become focal 
points of contention, with disputes over sovereignty and access to valuable resources threatening to 
destabilize regional and global security.  

The evolution of international maritime law, particularly through the United Nations Convention on 
the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), reflects ongoing attempts to mitigate these tensions. The First United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS I, 1958) established an initial legal framework, 
offering foundational principles for governing the use of the seas and addressing territorial waters. 
However, the framework proved insufficient in resolving complex issues related to territorial claims 
and resource rights, prompting further negotiations. The later iteration of UNCLOS, particularly 
UNCLOS III (1982), provided a more comprehensive and finalised legal structure, introducing the 
concept of Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs), which granted coastal states special rights over the 
exploration and use of marine resources within 200 nautical miles of their shores. Moreover, it 
established a framework for the peaceful resolution of maritime disputes, an essential mechanism given 
the potential for conflicts over these zones. While the majority of United Nations member states have 
signed and ratified the convention, some key players remain outside its formal jurisdiction, 
complicating efforts toward universal compliance and enforcement.  

Beyond territorial disputes, maritime security faces multifaceted challenges, including piracy, illegal 
trafficking, environmental degradation, and the depletion of marine resources through unregulated and 
illegal fishing practices. Regions such as the Gulf of Aden and the Straits of Malacca are particularly 
susceptible to piracy and criminal activity, owing to their strategic positions along critical maritime 
chokepoints. These threats not only endanger the safety of maritime transport but also disrupt global 
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supply chains. Additionally, environmental factors further compound these security concerns. Rising 
sea levels, driven by climate change, along with the accelerated melting of polar ice caps, are opening 
new shipping routes in previously inaccessible regions such as the Arctic. This development has ignited 
a race among global powers for control over untapped natural resources, heightening the potential 
for geopolitical competition and conflict in these fragile ecosystems.  

The international community thus faces a significant dilemma: how to reconcile the imperatives of 
state sovereignty and national interest with the need for global cooperation in ensuring the safe, 
secure, and sustainable use of the world’s oceans. Effective maritime governance requires not only 
adherence to international legal frameworks but also the collective will to address emergent threats 
such as climate change, piracy, and environmental degradation. Strengthening collaborative 
mechanisms for maritime security will be essential in preserving the integrity of global trade routes 
and protecting marine ecosystems for future generations.   

 

Key Issues 

‘International waters’ cover 50% of the surface area of the planet and cover two-thirds of the oceans. 
The term ‘international waters’ typically refers to the more formal term ‘high seas’, i.e., the waters 
outside of the territorial and internal waters of a nation. Therefore, no single country’s laws apply 
within international waters, allowing for nations’ rights to fishing, navigation and scientific research 
among other rights. 

The issue of maritime security and disputes in international waters poses significant challenges to 
international peace and cooperation. With an increasing reliance on global trade routes, and 
heightened activities in contested waters, nations must address piracy, illegal fishing, and the 
militarization of disputed regions. Key areas of concern include the South China Sea, the Gulf of Aden, 
and the Arctic, where competing territorial claims threaten global stability. International frameworks, 
such as the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), are critical for defining 
maritime boundaries and promoting peaceful dispute resolution. However, inconsistent enforcement, 
overlapping claims, and emerging challenges, like climate change and resource exploitation, necessitate 
a multilateral approach, balancing national interests with global security. The international community 
must strengthen collaborative mechanisms to ensure safety and freedom of navigation while fostering 
diplomacy to mitigate the risk of conflict. 

 

Key Questions 

How can UNCLOS be improved to address present-day maritime issues? 

What impact will climate change have on the future of maritime security? 

How can global efforts to combat piracy and illegal fishing be better coordinated? 

How can the international community reduce the militarization of disputed waters? 
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Major Countries / Organisation Involved 

• United States of America  

• Russian Federation  

• United Kingdom  

• China  

• Egypt  

• France  

• Japan  

 

Wider Reading 
https://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/closindx.htm 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-africa-68155471 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-68564249 

https://www.unep.org/resources/factsheet/international-waters-factsheet 

https://blog.seaplify.com/the-rules-of-international-waters-explained-simply/ 

https://blog.seaplify.com/where-are-international-waters/ 
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Summary 

The COVID-19 pandemic has left an indelible mark on the global economy, triggering unprecedented 
fiscal and monetary responses to mitigate its impact. As economies recover, managing inflation and 
the risk of stagflation has emerged as a critical challenge for policymakers. among them is the 
management of inflation, which has surged due to disrupted supply chains, labor market distortions, 
and sustained fiscal stimulus. Compounding this issue is the rising concern over stagflation—a 
situation where high inflation coincides with stagnant growth and persistent unemployment, a scenario 
last seen in the 1970s.  

As economies transitioned from lockdowns to reopening, the demand for goods and services surged, 
but supply struggled to keep pace. The resulting inflationary pressures have been exacerbated by labor 
shortages in key sectors and volatile energy prices, especially in Europe, due to geopolitical tensions. 
Central banks worldwide have responded with tighter monetary policies, including raising interest 
rates, but these moves carry risks of slowing down the recovery process and increasing 
unemployment.  

This report explores the dynamics of inflation and stagflation in a post-pandemic world, examining the 
factors contributing to rising prices and economic stagnation, such as supply chain disruptions, labour 
shortages, and expansive fiscal policies. It further discusses the various policy responses available to 
central banks and governments, including monetary tightening, fiscal adjustments, and structural 
reforms. The report underscores the importance of a balanced approach that considers both the risks 
of inflation and the need for sustained economic recovery.  

 

Background Information 

The pandemic-induced lockdowns and restrictions severely disrupted global supply chains. Factories 
were shut down, transportation was delayed, and the flow of goods was interrupted. As economies 
reopened, the sudden surge in demand outpaced the recovery of supply chains, leading to shortages 
and price hikes in various sectors, from semiconductors to consumer goods. This unprecedented 
event led to significant contractions in GDP, job losses, and a sharp reduction in both production and 
consumption activities. The global response was equally unprecedented, with governments injecting 
trillions of dollars into their economies through fiscal stimulus packages and central banks 
implementing expansive monetary policies, such as quantitative easing and slashing interest rates to 
near-zero levels.  

The immediate goal of these measures was to prevent mass bankruptcies, stabilize financial markets, 
and provide relief to households and businesses. However, the sheer scale of these interventions 
injected vast amounts of liquidity into economies at a time when production capacities were severely 
constrained due to pandemic-induced supply chain breakdowns. Factories were closed, and global 
trade came to a standstill. Shipping costs skyrocketed as ports became congested, and global 
transportation faced unprecedented delays. As a result, when demand surged after economies 
reopened, the world faced severe supply shortages across a range of industries, from semiconductors 
and electronics to consumer goods and raw materials.  

Labor shortages have been another significant contributor to post-pandemic inflation. Many workers 
left the labour force due to health concerns, early retirements, or shifts in career priorities. The 
resulting labour market tightness has driven up wages, which in turn has put upward pressure on 
prices, especially in sectors like hospitality, healthcare, and logistics. In advanced economies, 
governments provided financial support to unemployed individuals, which temporarily alleviated 
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economic hardship but also delayed some workers’ return to the labour market. As economies 
reopened, businesses struggled to fill job vacancies, especially in sectors requiring in-person services. 
The labour shortages forced employers to raise wages to attract workers, which, in turn, increased 
production costs and contributed to higher consumer prices.  

Moreover, energy prices, particularly in Europe, have become a critical factor driving inflation. The 
geopolitical tension between Russia and Ukraine disrupted energy supplies to Europe, causing spikes 
in natural gas and oil prices. Energy inflation has had a domino effect, raising production costs across 
sectors reliant on fuel and electricity, further adding to the inflationary spiral.  

While the short-term challenges of inflation are evident, there is an increasing concern about the risk 
of stagflation, a condition where high inflation is coupled with low economic growth and high 
unemployment. Stagflation is especially difficult to manage because the usual tools to combat inflation, 
such as raising interest rates, can exacerbate unemployment and slow economic recovery. This 
situation creates a dilemma for policymakers, as aggressive monetary tightening could derail post-
pandemic recovery efforts, while a more cautious approach may allow inflation to become entrenched, 
leading to long-term economic stagnation.  

 

Key Terms 

Inflation: A general increase in prices and fall in the purchasing value of money.   

Stagflation: A combination of stagnant economic growth, high unemployment, and high inflation.  

Monetary Policy: Actions taken by central banks to manage the money supply and interest rates to 
influence economic activity.  

Fiscal Policy: Government policy regarding taxation, public spending, and borrowing to influence 
economic conditions.  

 

Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• United States:  

• UK  

• Germany  

• European Union  

• China  

• International Monetary Fund (IMF)  
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Timeline 
2020 

• Widespread global lockdowns led to economic contraction, with many industries forced to shut down, 
disrupting global supply chains and creating pent-up demand.  

2021  

• Gradual reopening of economies led to a mismatch between supply and demand, causing initial 
inflationary pressures. Governments also introduced stimulus packages that increased liquidity and 
demand.  

2022 

• Inflation worsened, with rising energy costs and continuing supply chain bottlenecks. Central banks 
began implementing monetary tightening policies, such as interest rate hikes, to curb inflation.  

2023 

• Policymakers are still focused on managing inflation, while facing the growing risk of stagflation as global 
growth remains tepid and labor markets remain tight.   

 

Key Questions 
• How can policymakers balance inflation control with economic recovery?  

• What are the most effective fiscal and monetary policies to address post-pandemic inflation?  

• What international measures can be taken to ensure the stabilization of supply chains, particularly in 
critical sectors such as technology, food, and energy, to prevent future disruptions? What roles do 
labour market policies play in managing inflation and stagflation?  

• How can governments address labor shortages and wage inflation while promoting employment 
growth and economic stability?  

  

Wider Reading 
https://www.hilarispublisher.com/open-access/managing-inflation-policy-responses-in-a-
postpandemic-world-109550.html 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2022/06/gregory-daco-ey-parthenon-chief-economist-stagflation/ 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2024/09/chief-economists-outlook-global-economy-growth/ 

https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/FM/Issues/2020/09/30/october-2020-fiscal-monitor 

https://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/ar/2024/  
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Economic Instability Caused by 
Geopolitical Conflicts and Sanctions  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Research Report 



Lingfield Model United Nations 
 

 Delegate Handbook | Page 27 of 69 
 

Summary 

The economic instability exacerbated by geopolitical conflicts and the imposition of economic 
sanctions has significantly reshaped the global economic landscape in recent years. The repercussions 
of these conflicts are multifaceted, affecting global trade, energy supplies, food security, and financial 
markets. A prominent example of this is the ongoing Russia-Ukraine crisis, where the combined effects 
of the conflict and extensive sanctions have led to substantial disruptions in global commodity prices, 
severe disturbances in supply chains, and elevated inflation rates across both developed and developing 
economies.  

Proponents of sanctions, particularly Western nations such as the United States, the European Union, 
and their allies, maintain that sanctions are essential for maintaining international order, deterring acts 
of aggression, and upholding human rights. Despite the short-term economic disruption, they argue 
that sanctions are a crucial tool for pressuring non-compliant states to conform to international norms. 
In the long term, these measures are believed to contribute to greater global security and stability by 
discouraging the adverse behavior of certain nation-states.  

Conversely, countries such as China, India, and Brazil, along with many developing nations, oppose the 
widespread use of economic sanctions due to their unintended consequences on the global economy. 
These nations argue that sanctions often disproportionately affect the most vulnerable populations, 
especially in non-aligned or low-income countries, resulting in systemic economic instability. 
Additionally, they contend that the consequences of sanctions frequently extend beyond the target 
nation, leading to significant disruptions in global supply chains and substantial increases in energy and 
food prices. This perspective calls for a reevaluation of the extensive use of sanctions and emphasizes 
diplomacy, multilateral negotiation, and conflict resolution. Furthermore, it advocates for reforms 
aimed at mitigating the collateral damage to global economic stability.  

This ongoing debate raises fundamental questions about how to balance the enforcement of 
international norms with the imperative of maintaining global economic stability, particularly for 
nations that are indirectly affected by such measures. Addressing these challenges will require a 
nuanced discourse that balances national interests, international cooperation, and the global 
community's shared responsibility to safeguard economic security.  

 

Background Information 

Geopolitical conflicts and the economic sanctions that often follow have increasingly become major 
contributors to global economic instability. These conflicts, particularly in regions of geopolitical 
significance, have profound and far-reaching consequences that transcend national borders, disrupting 
global trade, energy supplies, food security, and financial systems. A case in point is the ongoing conflict 
between Russia and Ukraine, which, when compounded by widespread international sanctions, has 
triggered severe economic disturbances. The interconnected nature of the global economy has 
amplified the effects of these sanctions, causing significant challenges that impact commodity prices, 
supply chains, and inflation rates across both developed and developing economies.  

Sanctions, especially those enacted by major Western powers such as the United States and the 
European Union, are often framed as instruments of international law enforcement. They are intended 
to deter acts of aggression, uphold human rights, and maintain global order. In the context of the 
Russia-Ukraine conflict, the imposition of sanctions targeted critical sectors of the Russian economy, 
particularly energy exports. Given Russia’s pivotal role as a leading exporter of oil and natural gas, 
these sanctions have led to major disruptions in global energy markets, causing a dramatic surge in 
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prices. The European Union, heavily dependent on Russian energy imports, has been particularly 
affected, with energy costs spiralling, exacerbating inflation, and driving up the cost of living across the 
continent. These inflationary pressures, building upon the existing challenges posed by the post-
pandemic recovery, have pushed many economies toward stagnation, and in some cases, recession.  

The disruption caused by geopolitical conflicts and sanctions is not confined to energy markets alone; 
global food supplies have also been significantly impacted. Ukraine, as one of the world’s foremost 
producers of wheat and other key agricultural commodities, has experienced a dramatic reduction in 
its ability to export, given the ongoing conflict. As a result, many nations, particularly those in the 
Middle East and Africa that rely heavily on Ukrainian grain, have faced acute food shortages. This 
disruption in global food supply chains has triggered price spikes, exacerbating food insecurity and 
contributing to increased political and social instability in already vulnerable regions.  

The use of sanctions as a foreign policy tool has gained prominence, particularly among Western 
nations in the post-Cold War era. These measures are often viewed as necessary mechanisms to 
compel states to alter their behavior and to reinforce adherence to international norms. However, 
the effectiveness of sanctions remains a subject of considerable debate. While they can cause 
immediate economic difficulties for the targeted nations, their long-term ability to induce meaningful 
political change is contested. In some instances, sanctions can serve to entrench authoritarian regimes, 
as they rally domestic support by framing external economic pressures as unjust and illegitimate. 
Moreover, sanctioned states often seek alternative economic partnerships or engage in clandestine 
activities to circumvent the intended impact of these measures, thus reducing their overall 
effectiveness.  

Critics of sanctions also argue that these measures tend to disproportionately harm civilian populations 
rather than the political elites they are designed to pressure. Sanctions can create shortages of essential 
goods such as food, medicine, and fuel, exacerbating humanitarian crises in the targeted countries. 
Furthermore, while humanitarian exemptions are theoretically intended to mitigate these adverse 
effects on civilian populations, in practice they are often either insufficient or poorly implemented. 
This raises significant ethical concerns about the use of sanctions, as they may inadvertently punish the 
very populations they aim to protect under international human rights frameworks.  

 

Key Terms 
Economic Sanctions: Economic sanctions refer to financial and trade restrictions imposed by one 
or more countries on another country to achieve specific foreign policy objectives. These measures 
can include trade embargoes, asset freezes, travel restrictions, and limitations on access to 
international financial systems.  

Geopolitical Conflict: Geopolitical conflict is a confrontation that arises from political, economic, 
or military competition among states or groups of states, typically influenced by geographical 
considerations such as control over territory, resources, or strategic locations.  

Supply Chain Disruption: Supply chain disruption refers to interruptions in the production, 
transportation, and distribution of goods and services, often resulting from conflicts, natural disasters, 
or economic sanctions. Such disruptions affect the flow of essential commodities across international 
borders, leading to shortages and price volatility.  

Inflation: Inflation is defined as a sustained increase in the general price level of goods and services in 
an economy over a period of time, resulting in a decrease in the purchasing power of currency.  
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Humanitarian Exemptions: Humanitarian exemptions are provisions in economic sanctions that 
allow for the continued flow of goods and services deemed essential for human survival, such as food, 
water, and medical supplies, to mitigate adverse effects on civilian populations.  

G20: The G20 is an international forum comprising of 19 countries and the European Union, which 
represents the world's largest economies. It aims to promote international financial stability, address 
global economic challenges, and foster sustainable development.  

 

Key Questions 
• How can the international community balance the enforcement of sanctions with the need to maintain 

global economic stability?  

• What measures can be taken to minimize the humanitarian impact of sanctions on civilian populations?  

• How can countries reduce their reliance on vulnerable supply chains during geopolitical conflicts?  

• What role should multilateral organizations, like the UN and G20, play in mitigating the global 
economic effects of sanctions?  

• How can sanctioning states adapt to new financial technologies that allow targeted nations to evade 
economic penalties?  

 

Major Countries and Organisations Involved 
• United States  

• UK  

• France  

• Germany  

• European Union (EU) 

• Russia  

• China  

• India  

• Brazil  

• G20 
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Wider Reading 
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/58888451 

https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/ebb-flow-sanctions-iranian-oil-2022-02-07/ 

https://www.ons.gov.uk/economy/inflationandpriceindices 

https://www.xe.com/currencycharts/ 

https://main.un.org/securitycouncil/en/content/un-sc-consolidated-list 
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Summary 
The management of nuclear waste is a significant, multifaceted issue that involves balancing 
environmental protection, security, and the ethical responsibility to future generations. Although 
nuclear energy provides considerable benefits as a low-carbon energy source, the handling and disposal 
of high-level radioactive waste (HLW) pose complex and long-term challenges. Countries like Finland 
and Sweden have made strides in creating deep geological repositories, which offer a potential solution 
to this issue. However, concerns remain regarding the safety, environmental impact, and long-term 
effectiveness of these strategies. This report explores the various dimensions of nuclear waste 
management, emphasizing the need for international cooperation, public involvement, and the 
development of secure, durable storage methods that ensure the protection of both current and future 
generations.  

 

Background Information 
Nuclear energy plays an essential role in global efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and combat 
climate change. It provides significant amounts of electricity with minimal emissions. However, the 
management of radioactive waste, particularly HLW, remains a pressing concern. HLW consists of 
spent nuclear fuel and other highly radioactive materials that remain hazardous for tens of thousands 
of years, creating a need for secure and stable storage solutions to protect human health and the 
environment.  

Countries such as Finland and Sweden have pioneered the development of deep geological repositories 
to contain radioactive waste. These repositories are designed to store waste deep underground, 
isolated within stable geological formations to shield humans and ecosystems from radiation. However, 
concerns remain about the long-term stability of these facilities, as geological shifts, groundwater 
infiltration, and environmental changes could compromise their safety over millennia.  

In addition to environmental risks, HLW contains fissile materials, such as plutonium, which could be 
used in nuclear weapons. As a result, the security of nuclear waste storage sites is critical to prevent 
theft, sabotage, or terrorism. International organizations such as the International Atomic Energy 
Agency (IAEA) play a central role in ensuring global efforts to secure nuclear materials and prevent 
their diversion into weapons production.  

 

Key Issues 
The management of nuclear waste encompasses a range of pressing issues, each of which necessitates 
careful consideration to ensure the safe and sustainable utilization of nuclear energy in the long term.  

HLW poses significant risks to ecosystems and public health if not properly contained. Radionuclides 
in spent nuclear fuel remain hazardous for thousands of years. Deep geological repositories are 
currently considered the most viable long-term containment solution. However, geological stability 
could be threatened over time by factors such as seismic activity, erosion, or groundwater infiltration. 
These risks may lead to the release of radioactive materials into the environment, potentially causing 
irreversible damage.   

The presence of fissile materials in HLW creates the potential for them to be used in nuclear weapons. 
Safeguarding nuclear waste storage facilities is essential to prevent theft, sabotage, or terrorist attacks. 
This requires stringent security measures, ongoing surveillance, and international cooperation. The 
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IAEA’s role in coordinating global efforts to secure nuclear materials and prevent their proliferation is 
critical in this context.   

The issue of long-term responsibility introduces ethical and intergenerational considerations that are 
unique to nuclear waste management. Given that HLW remains hazardous for a duration far exceeding 
the lifespan of any current society, the obligation to manage nuclear waste extends across multiple 
future generations. Current waste management strategies must, therefore, be designed to endure for 
millennia, with systems in place to ensure that future societies can continue to monitor and safeguard 
waste repositories. The development of long-lasting containment systems, such as Finland’s Onkalo 
repository, represents a significant step forward, but there is no guarantee that future societies will 
possess the technological capacity, political will, or resources to maintain these systems over such 
extended periods.  

Public opposition represents another significant barrier to the successful implementation of nuclear 
waste management strategies. Communities located near proposed waste storage facilities often resist 
such projects due to concerns about safety, environmental impact, and potential health risks. Public 
resistance can delay or even derail the development of essential infrastructure for waste containment. 
As evidenced in Finland and Sweden, achieving public acceptance requires extensive community 
engagement, transparency, and trust-building measures. Without public support, the construction of 
new storage facilities is likely to face considerable challenges, particularly in democratic nations where 
community consent is often required for large-scale projects.  

 

Key Terms 

High-Level Radioactive Waste (HLW) – Refers to the most hazardous type of nuclear waste, 
including spent nuclear fuel and materials that remain radioactive for thousands of years.  

Deep Geological Repositories – Underground facilities designed to store radioactive waste within 
stable geological formations to prevent radiation from reaching the environment.  

Radionuclides – Radioactive elements found in nuclear waste that emit radiation and pose long-term 
environmental and health risks.  

Fissile Materials – Nuclear materials, such as plutonium, found in HLW that can be used for nuclear 
weapons, raising significant security concerns.  

Intergenerational Responsibility – The ethical obligation to manage nuclear waste in a way that 
protects future generations from its harmful effects.  

Nuclear Non-Proliferation – International efforts, led by organizations like the IAEA, to prevent 
the spread of nuclear weapons, including securing nuclear waste to prevent diversion for 
weaponization.  
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Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• United States  

• Russia  

• France   

• United Kingdom   

• China  

• Japan  

• Germany  

• Finland  

• Sweden   

• Canada  

 

Wider Reading 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), 2022. *Nuclear Power and the Environment* 
https://www.iaea.org [Accessed 20 September 2024].   

World Nuclear Association, 2023. *Storage and Disposal of Radioactive Waste*: https://www.world-
nuclear.org [Accessed 20 September 2024].   

U.S. Department of Energy, 2021. *Nuclear Waste Policy and Storage Solutions*. 
https://www.energy.gov [Accessed 20 September 2024].   

Office for Nuclear Regulation, 2022. *Managing Radioactive Waste Safely*. https://www.onr.org.uk 
[Accessed 20 September 2024].   

OECD Nuclear Energy Agency, 2021. *Radioactive Waste Management Programmes in OECD/NEA 
Member Countries* https://www.oecd-nea.org [Accessed 20 September 2024].  

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/articles/czx6e2x0kdyo 

https://www.power-technology.com/features/featureuk-nuclear-waste-where-its-generated-
contained-transported-and-stored-4424402/ 

https://www.world-nuclear-news.org/Articles/UK-begins-studies-to-assess-four-potential-GDF-sit 

 

  

  

  

 

  

https://www.iaea.org/
https://www.world-nuclear.org/
https://www.world-nuclear.org/
https://www.energy.gov/
https://www.onr.org.uk/
https://www.oecd-nea.org/
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Summary 
The global waste trade reflects a stark modern manifestation of environmental injustice, where wealthy 
nations disproportionately export waste to less developed countries. The exploitation of developing 
nations as dumping grounds for waste by wealthy countries exemplifies environmental injustice and 
reinforces historical patterns of colonial exploitation. As affluent nations face stringent waste 
management regulations and rising disposal costs, they often export hazardous and electronic waste 
to countries with weaker regulatory frameworks. This practice externalizes environmental costs and 
perpetuates inequalities.  

Communities in these developing nations frequently suffer severe health consequences due to 
exposure to toxic materials, leading to increased rates of respiratory diseases, cancers, and other 
illnesses. For instance, Guiyu, China, a major e-waste processing center, has reported alarming levels 
of lead poisoning among its children.  

Environmental degradation is equally profound, as improper waste disposal contaminates soil, air, and 
water, destroying local ecosystems and threatening biodiversity. The reliance on landfill disposal 
further entrenches cycles of poverty and environmental harm.  

 

Background Information 

The international waste trade, particularly the practice of exporting waste from affluent countries to 
developing nations, represents a significant and troubling facet of contemporary environmental 
governance. As the global population and consumption rates have risen, so too has the volume of 
waste generated, particularly in industrialised nations. The complexities of modern waste management 
have resulted in a situation where developed countries increasingly offload their waste to poorer 
countries that often lack the infrastructure, regulatory frameworks, and resources to manage such 
hazardous materials safely. This dynamic raises critical ethical questions surrounding environmental 
justice and post-colonial exploitation.  

Historically, colonial powers exploited the natural resources of their colonies, leaving behind a legacy 
of environmental degradation and economic disenfranchisement. In many ways, the current waste 
trade mirrors these past injustices, as wealthier nations externalize their environmental burdens onto 
countries that were once subjects of colonial rule. The cycle of exploitation persists; former colonies, 
now developing nations, face the dual challenge of managing the waste generated by the global North 
while grappling with their own developmental needs.   

The phenomenon of hazardous waste exporting gained momentum in the late 20th century, 
particularly with the rise of the electronic waste (e-waste) industry. As technology advanced, so did 
the rate at which electronic products became obsolete. Consequently, developed countries began to 
export large quantities of e-waste to developing nations under the guise of recycling or disposal. This 
practice is often justified by claims that it provides economic opportunities for these nations. However, 
the reality is far more complex. Many developing countries lack the necessary infrastructure to safely 
handle and recycle e-waste, leading to unsafe practices that pose severe health risks to local 
populations. Toxic substances, such as lead, mercury, and cadmium, leach into the environment, 
contaminating soil and water and posing direct health threats to communities.  
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Key Issues 

In many developing countries, waste is often disposed of in open landfills or along waterways, leading 
to significant soil and water contamination. Rivers and lakes that once supported diverse ecosystems 
become toxic, threatening both aquatic life and the communities that depend on these water sources 
for their livelihoods. In India, for example, the Yamuna River has been severely polluted by industrial 
waste, resulting in the loss of aquatic biodiversity and posing significant health risks to local populations 
who rely on the river for drinking water and agriculture.  

The economic implications of this waste trade are equally concerning. While some developing nations 
may perceive short-term financial benefits from accepting waste, these gains are often outweighed by 
long-term costs. Environmental cleanup, healthcare expenses, and loss of agricultural productivity due 
to soil contamination impose significant financial burdens on these nations. Furthermore, this cycle of 
dependency traps developing nations in a precarious situation where they become reliant on waste 
imports rather than investing in sustainable development practices or improving their waste 
management infrastructure. The concept of “landfill dependency” emerges as developing countries find 
themselves unable to break free from the cycle of waste importation, as the environmental and health 
crises they face deter investment in alternative, sustainable economic opportunities.  

The lack of robust international regulations to govern the transboundary movement of hazardous 
waste further exacerbates this situation. Despite existing frameworks like the Basel Convention, which 
aims to control the movement of hazardous waste, enforcement remains weak. Many developed 
nations exploit loopholes in these regulations, leading to illegal dumping and hazardous waste exports 
under the guise of recycling. This lack of accountability perpetuates a system where developing nations 
are forced to manage the fallout of wealthy countries’ waste production, all while lacking the necessary 
support and resources to do so effectively.   

 

Key Terms 

Environmental Injustice: Refers to the disproportionate impact of environmental hazards on 
marginalized communities, often linked to systemic inequalities and power dynamics.  

Post-Colonial Exploitation: Describes the ongoing economic and environmental inequalities that 
persist after the end of colonial rule, where former colonial powers continue to exploit developing 
nations.  

E-Waste: Short for electronic waste, it encompasses discarded electronic devices and components, 
often containing hazardous materials that pose significant health and environmental risks.  

Landfill Dependency: Refers to the reliance of developing nations on landfills for waste disposal, 
often exacerbated by inadequate waste management infrastructure and policies.  

Transboundary Waste Movement: The international transport of waste across borders, often 
leading to legal and illegal dumping practices that affect developing nations' environments and public 
health.  
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Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• USA   

• UK 

• France 

• Germany   

• China 

• Indonesia  

• Philippines  

• Thailand 

• Bangladesh 

 

Wider Reading 
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/10.1177/0734242X231160099  

https://edition.cnn.com/2019/07/29/opinions/by-exporting-trash-rich-countries-put-their-waste-out-
of-sight-and-out-of-mind-varkkey/index.html  

https://www.invw.org/2022/04/18/rich-countries-are-illegally-exporting-plastic-trash-to-poor-
countries-data-suggests/  

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2019/05/this-is-what-the-world-s-waste-does-to-people-in-poorer-
countries/  

https://gwcnweb.org/2021/11/14/global-waste-trade-and-its-effects-on-landfills-in-developing-
countries/ 

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/mar/19/how-global-waste-trade-works  

https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2020/11/24/the-hidden-costs-of-e-waste  

https://www.un.org/en/environment/waste/e-waste  

http://www.basel.int/TheConvention/Overview/tabid/1271/Default.aspx  

 

  

https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2021/mar/19/how-global-waste-trade-works
https://www.worldbank.org/en/news/feature/2020/11/24/the-hidden-costs-of-e-waste
https://www.un.org/en/environment/waste/e-waste
http://www.basel.int/TheConvention/Overview/tabid/1271/Default.aspx
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Summary 
Myanmar has faced severe crises since the military coup on February 1, 2021, which removed the 
democratically elected government led by the National League for Democracy (NLD). The Tatmadaw 
(Myanmar’s military) has brutally repressed pro-democracy protests, resulting in widespread human 
rights violations, including killings, arbitrary arrests, and the torture of civilians. Alongside the coup, 
the Rohingya crisis remains unresolved, with hundreds of thousands of Rohingya refugees in 
Bangladesh, unable to return due to security fears and systematic discrimination. The international 
community has made multiple attempts to address these crises, but political instability, lack of 
cooperation from the military, and ethnic persecution continue unabated.  

 

Background Information 

The crisis in Myanmar has two interconnected facets: the 2021 military coup and the prolonged 
persecution of the Rohingya Muslim minority.   

The Tatmadaw took control of Myanmar on February 1, 2021, citing unsubstantiated claims of 
electoral fraud in the November 2020 elections, in which the NLD secured a landslide victory. The 
coup led to mass protests throughout the country, and the military responded with excessive and 
disproportionate force, leading to over 1,000 civilian deaths and thousands of arrests. The military 
government has imposed restrictions on freedom of speech, association, and movement, and used 
internet shutdowns as a tool to limit dissent and control information.  

The Rohingya crisis began in 2017, when a military crackdown targeted the Rohingya population in 
Rakhine State, forcing more than 700,000 Rohingya to flee to Bangladesh. The Rohingya, an ethnic 
Muslim minority in predominantly Buddhist Myanmar, have faced systemic discrimination for decades, 
denied citizenship, and subjected to violence and deprivation of basic rights. The 2017 crackdown was 
marked by reports of widespread killings, sexual violence, and the destruction of entire villages. The 
situation for the Rohingya refugees remains dire, with crowded camps in Bangladesh, ongoing poverty, 
and limited access to education and healthcare.  

The political instability from the 2021 coup has complicated efforts to repatriate the Rohingya and to 
address Myanmar’s broader ethnic tensions. Military offensives have expanded into other regions of 
Myanmar, targeting ethnic minorities and armed resistance groups, worsening humanitarian conditions 
across the country. The situation in Myanmar today represents a severe and ongoing challenge to 
regional stability and international norms concerning human rights and democratic governance.  
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Timeline 

2015  

• The National League for Democracy wins Myanmar's general election, marking the beginning of 
democratic governance after decades of military rule.  

August 2017  

• Myanmar military launches a crackdown on the Rohingya, forcing over 700,000 to flee to Bangladesh; 
widespread reports of atrocities.  

February 1, 2021   

• The military seizes power in a coup, detaining NLD leaders, including Aung San Suu Kyi, and claiming 
election fraud.  

February-March 2021  

• Nationwide protests erupt; military uses force, leading to hundreds of civilian deaths.  

April 2021  

• ASEAN agrees on a "Five-Point Consensus" calling for an end to violence and a dialogue process; 
implementation fails due to non-cooperation from the military.  

June 2021  

• The UN General Assembly passes a resolution condemning the coup and calling for an arms embargo.  

August 2021  

• Myanmar’s military declares itself as a "caretaker government" and extends emergency rule, further 
delaying elections.  

August 2022  

• Increased military offensives against ethnic armed groups; internal displacement and humanitarian 
issues worsen.  

August 2023  

• Myanmar’s military delays previously promised elections, leading to increased conflict and ongoing 
protests.  
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Previous Attempts to Solve the Issue 
The United States, European Union, and other nations imposed targeted sanctions on the military 
junta and their associated businesses. Despite these measures, the military remains entrenched in 
power, partly due to the continued support from some regional players, including China and Russia.  

In April 2021, ASEAN proposed a Five-Point Consensus aimed at ending violence and initiating 
dialogue. The consensus included appointing a special envoy, but its implementation has been largely 
ineffective, with Myanmar’s military showing little commitment to complying with its terms.  

The United Nations General Assembly adopted a resolution calling for an end to arms supplies to 
Myanmar. The UN Special Envoy has also engaged with various stakeholders, but military leaders have 
continued to ignore international pressure and calls for accountability.  

The International Court of Justice (ICJ) is currently handling a case filed by The Gambia, accusing 
Myanmar of genocide against the Rohingya. The International Criminal Court (ICC) is also investigating 
crimes against humanity related to the Rohingya situation. These efforts, however, face considerable 
challenges, including the slow pace of international judicial proceedings.  

Bangladesh and Myanmar have held bilateral discussions to facilitate the safe repatriation of Rohingya 
refugees. However, attempts have stalled due to the lack of guarantees for the safety of returning 
Rohingya and ongoing persecution in Myanmar.  

 

Key Questions  
• What steps can be taken to compel the Myanmar military to restore democratic governance and 

ensure accountability for human rights violations?  

• How can the international community effectively enforce sanctions without harming Myanmar’s 
vulnerable population?  

• What strategies can be employed to ensure the safe and voluntary repatriation of Rohingya refugees 
to Myanmar?  

• How can ASEAN be more effective in addressing the crisis given the divisions among its member 
states?  

• What role should neighboring countries play in mitigating the impacts of the crisis and supporting 
displaced populations?  

• How can international legal processes be expedited to hold perpetrators accountable for alleged 
crimes against humanity?  

• What measures can be implemented to protect and provide humanitarian aid to internally displaced 
persons and marginalized ethnic groups in Myanmar?  
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Major Countries and Organisations Involved 

• Myanmar   

• Bangladesh  

• That  

• India  

• China  

• Russia  

• USA  

• UK   

 

Wider Reading 
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Summary 
Since the withdrawal of U.S. and NATO forces in August 2021, Afghanistan has been engulfed in a 
profound socio-political and humanitarian crisis. The rapid and unexpected takeover of the country 
by the Taliban has resulted in widespread instability, with devastating consequences for human rights, 
governance, and economic stability. The imposition of the Taliban’s interpretation of Sharia law has 
led to severe restrictions on civil liberties, particularly for women, girls, and ethnic minorities, and has 
contributed to the collapse of Afghanistan’s already fragile economy. The humanitarian situation has 
become dire, with millions of Afghans facing acute food insecurity, poverty, and a lack of access to 
basic services. Despite international efforts to address the crisis, the Taliban’s intransigence, 
compounded by regional security concerns and global political divisions, has hindered progress 
towards a sustainable resolution.  

 

Background Information 
The situation in Afghanistan is the result of decades of conflict, political instability, and foreign 
intervention, culminating in the sudden withdrawal of U.S. and NATO forces in August 2021. This 
withdrawal precipitated the collapse of the Afghan government, which was swiftly replaced by the 
Taliban regime after the insurgent group captured the capital, Kabul. The fall of Kabul marked the end 
of the U.S.-led two-decade military presence that began in 2001 following the September 11 attacks, 
which initially sought to dismantle al-Qaeda and remove the Taliban from power. However, the 
subsequent years of military occupation and nation-building efforts failed to establish a stable, self-
sustaining government, leaving a power vacuum that the Taliban exploited.  

Since assuming power, the Taliban has established the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan, enforcing a 
fundamentalist interpretation of Islamic law. The new regime has systematically dismantled the rights 
and freedoms gained over the past two decades, particularly targeting women and girls by banning 
them from education beyond primary school and restricting their participation in the workforce. The 
Taliban’s policies have been criticized as regressive, with reports of public executions, arbitrary 
detentions, and widespread violations of international human rights norms. Moreover, the Taliban’s 
governance has been characterized by exclusionary politics, as it has failed to form an inclusive 
government that reflects the diverse ethnic and religious makeup of Afghanistan.  

The economic situation in Afghanistan is equally alarming. Following the Taliban’s rise to power, the 
international community froze Afghanistan’s foreign reserves and suspended most forms of financial 
assistance, effectively cutting off the country from the global economy. This has resulted in a 
catastrophic economic downturn, with skyrocketing unemployment, inflation, and widespread poverty. 
Afghanistan’s economy, heavily reliant on international aid, has been crippled, leaving the population 
in a state of acute vulnerability. Over two-thirds of Afghans are currently in need of humanitarian 
assistance, with food insecurity and malnutrition becoming endemic.   

In addition to the humanitarian and economic crises, Afghanistan faces a volatile security situation. The 
Taliban’s hold on power is being challenged by various militant groups, including the Islamic State 
Khorasan Province (ISKP), which has carried out numerous deadly attacks on civilians, particularly 
targeting Afghanistan’s Hazara Shia minority. Border tensions with neighboring countries such as 
Pakistan and Iran have also increased, further destabilizing the region and exacerbating the refugee 
crisis.  
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Timeline 
April 2021  

• U.S. President Joe Biden announces plans to withdraw all American troops from Afghanistan by 
September 11, 2021.    

August 15, 2021  

• The Taliban captures Kabul, leading to the collapse of the Afghan government and the establishment 
of the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan.    

September 2021  

• The Taliban forms an interim government, composed primarily of hardline leaders from its previous 
regime, excluding women and ethnic minorities.    

October 2021  

• The United Nations warns of an impending humanitarian disaster as winter approaches and essential 
services collapse.    

January 2022  

• The Taliban imposes severe restrictions on women’s rights, including bans on education for girls 
beyond primary school and limitations on women’s employment.    

June 2022  

• An earthquake in eastern Afghanistan exacerbates the humanitarian crisis, with the Taliban struggling 
to manage disaster relief efforts.    

October 2022  

• The Islamic State Khorasan Province (ISKP) escalates attacks, particularly targeting religious minorities, 
including the Hazara Shia community.    

2023-2024  

• Severe food shortages lead to widespread famine, with international aid organizations struggling to 
deliver humanitarian assistance under Taliban-imposed restrictions.    

   

Previous Attempts to Solve the Issue 
Efforts to address the crisis in Afghanistan have been numerous, though their efficacy has been limited 
due to the complex interplay of political, economic, and security factors. Humanitarian assistance has 
remained at the forefront of the international response, with agencies such as the United Nations and 
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) working tirelessly to provide emergency aid. The World 
Food Programme (WFP), the International Red Cross, and other humanitarian organizations have 
sought to deliver food, medical supplies, and shelter to millions of Afghans in desperate need. 
However, logistical challenges, Taliban-imposed restrictions, and security concerns have hindered the 
effective distribution of aid, particularly in rural areas and among marginalized populations, such as 
women and ethnic minorities.  
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Diplomatic efforts have also played a critical role in the international community’s response to the 
Afghan crisis. Sanctions imposed by the United States, the European Union, and other Western nations 
have targeted key Taliban leaders and frozen Afghanistan’s foreign assets. These measures were 
designed to exert pressure on the Taliban to respect human rights and form an inclusive government. 
However, such sanctions have inadvertently contributed to Afghanistan’s economic collapse, 
deepening the humanitarian crisis without compelling significant policy changes from the Taliban. 
Efforts to negotiate with the Taliban have yielded little progress, with the regime demonstrating little 
willingness to engage in meaningful dialogue or reform.  

Regional Member States, groups and Organisations have also been involved in addressing the Afghan 
situation, albeit with varying levels of commitment and success. Pakistan, a long-time supporter of the 
Taliban, has advocated for international engagement with the new regime and has played a role in 
mediating discussions on border security and refugee management. Iran, concerned about the 
treatment of the Hazara Shia minority and the influx of Afghan refugees, has also engaged diplomatically 
with the Taliban, though tensions remain high. China and Russia, both of which have maintained 
diplomatic ties with the Taliban, have called for stability in Afghanistan, primarily out of concern for 
regional security and the potential for extremist groups to gain a foothold.  

The United Nations has been a central actor in the international response, with the UN Assistance 
Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA) maintaining a presence in the country despite significant challenges. 
The UN Human Rights Council has condemned the Taliban’s actions, particularly their treatment of 
women and minorities, and has called for the regime to adhere to international human rights standards. 
However, enforcement mechanisms remain weak, and the Taliban has largely ignored international 
pressure. Furthermore, no country has formally recognized the Taliban government as of 2024, a 
situation that remains a point of contention within international diplomacy. Recognition is seen as 
contingent upon the Taliban’s commitment to forming an inclusive government and respecting 
fundamental human rights, conditions that the regime has thus far failed to meet.  

   

Key Questions 
• What measures can be adopted to ensure the effective delivery of humanitarian aid to the Afghan 

population while maintaining pressure on the Taliban to adhere to international human rights 
standards?  

• How can the international community navigate the economic collapse in Afghanistan to provide 
necessary support to the population without empowering the Taliban’s authoritarian regime?    

• What role should Afghanistan’s neighboring countries play in managing the security and humanitarian 
implications of the crisis, including the support for displaced Afghan populations and cross-border 
tensions?  

• How can the resurgence of extremist groups such as ISKP be countered without further destabilizing 
Afghanistan and the broader region?   

• What diplomatic strategies can be employed to push the Taliban toward forming an inclusive 
government that respects the rights of all citizens, particularly women and ethnic minorities?  

• What legal and diplomatic mechanisms could be utilized to hold the Taliban accountable for their 
ongoing human rights violations?  

• How can the international community protect vulnerable populations in Afghanistan, including women, 
ethnic minorities, and internally displaced persons, in the absence of a functional state apparatus?  
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Major Countries and Organisations Involved 
• Afghanistan  

• USA  

• UK  

• Pakistan  

• Iran  

• China   

• Russia  

• EU  

• World Food Program (WFP)  

• International Red Cross  

  

Key Terms 
Taliban: The fundamentalist militant group that regained control of Afghanistan in August 2021, 
enforcing a strict interpretation of Sharia law and leading to significant human rights violations.  

Humanitarian Crisis: The dire situation characterized by widespread poverty, food insecurity, lack 
of access to healthcare, and basic services, affecting millions of Afghans.  

Refugees: Individuals who have fled a nation due to conflict and persecution, with many seeking 
asylum in neighboring countries or further abroad, leading to a regional refugee crisis.  

Inclusive Government: A government structure that represents the diverse ethnic, cultural, and 
political groups, which the Taliban has yet to establish following their takeover.  

International Sanctions: Economic and political penalties imposed by countries and organizations 
on the Taliban regime to pressure it into adhering to international norms and human rights standards.  

Counterterrorism: Efforts aimed at preventing and combating terrorism, particularly in relation to 
groups such as the Islamic State Khorasan Province (ISKP), which poses a threat to regional security 
and stability.  

  

Wider Reading  
Amnesty International, 2024. *Afghanistan Human Rights Overview*. [online] Available at: 
https://www.amnesty.org/en/location/asia-and-the-pacific/south-asia/afghanistan/ [Accessed 3 
October 2024].  

BBC News, 2024. *Afghanistan Crisis: What’s Happening and Why?* [online] Available at: 
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-49192495 [Accessed 3 October 2024].  

Human Rights Watch, 2024. *Afghanistan*. [online] Available at: https://www.hrw.org/asia/afghanistan 
[Accessed 3 October 2024].  
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International Crisis Group, 2024. *Afghanistan*. [online] Available at: 
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Summary  
The rights of indigenous peoples in post-colonial states must be understood in the context of the long-
lasting impact of colonisation. During the colonial era, indigenous populations were often displaced 
from their ancestral lands, subjected to forced labour, assimilated through coercive policies, and 
stripped of their cultural identities. European powers, such as Britain, France, Spain, and Portugal, 
along with other colonial rulers, frequently ignored indigenous rights in their pursuit of resources and 
land.  

After gaining independence, many post-colonial states inherited legal and political systems that 
marginalised indigenous peoples. Indigenous communities have historically been left out of nation-
building processes, often deprived of their land, political representation, and socio-economic 
opportunities. These legacies persist today in various forms, such as socio-economic inequality, lack 
of access to education, and limited political participation.  

The establishment of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) 
in 2007 marked a significant milestone, affirming indigenous peoples' rights to self-determination, 
cultural preservation, and land. However, the implementation of these rights remains inconsistent, 
with various nations either failing to enforce or actively opposing policies supporting indigenous 
autonomy.  

  

Background 
The rights of indigenous peoples in post-colonial states are shaped by a historical context that reflects 
the legacies of colonisation. Throughout the colonial period, indigenous populations endured 
significant dispossession of their ancestral lands, resulting in the loss of their traditional ways of life 
and cultural practices. This period was marked by forced labor, coercive assimilation policies, and 
systematic efforts to erase indigenous identities.  

After achieving independence, many post-colonial states retained legal and political systems that 
continued to marginalize indigenous communities. These communities have often been excluded from 
nation-building processes, leading to a deprivation of their land, political representation, and socio-
economic opportunities. The consequences of these historical injustices are still evident today, as 
indigenous peoples frequently encounter socio-economic inequalities, limited access to education, and 
restricted political participation.  

In response to these challenges, the establishment of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of 
Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP) in 2007 represented a pivotal advancement in affirming the rights of 
indigenous peoples. This landmark document underscores the principles of self-determination, cultural 
preservation, and land rights. However, the actualization of these rights remains inconsistent across 
various nation-states. Many countries fail to enforce policies that support indigenous autonomy or 
actively resist such measures.  

Recent developments indicate a mixed trajectory in recognizing and upholding indigenous rights. In 
Latin America, nations like Bolivia and Ecuador have made constitutional amendments to acknowledge 
indigenous rights, including collective land ownership and self-governance. Despite these legal 
advancements, the enforcement of these rights often proves problematic, particularly when conflicts 
arise over natural resources. Furthermore, countries such as Canada and New Zealand have made 
strides in recognizing indigenous rights through legal reforms and governmental agreements. In 
Canada, the work of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission has catalyzed discussions aimed at 
addressing historical injustices faced by First Nations, Inuit, and Métis peoples.  
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Nevertheless, indigenous communities continue to confront significant challenges, particularly from 
resource exploitation. In regions such as the Amazon, these communities are increasingly threatened 
by deforestation, mining, and oil extraction activities that disrupt their traditional lands. Additionally, 
climate change poses a disproportionate threat to indigenous peoples, particularly those residing in 
vulnerable areas like the Arctic and Pacific Islands. The degradation of their lands, driven by rising sea 
levels and extreme weather events, further jeopardizes their livelihoods and cultural practices. 
Although the United Nations has acknowledged the vital role indigenous peoples play in conservation, 
effective policies to mitigate the impacts of climate change on these communities remain largely 
absent.  

  

Recent Developments 
In Latin America, countries such as Bolivia and Ecuador have amended their constitutions to formally 
recognize indigenous rights, including collective land ownership and self-governance. However, the 
enforcement of these rights remains inconsistent, often hindered by conflicts over natural resources.  

Similarly, nations such as Canada and New Zealand have increased recognition of indigenous rights 
through legal reforms, judicial rulings, and governmental agreements. For instance, Canada’s Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission has initiated critical discourse on addressing historical injustices faced by 
First Nations, Inuit, and Métis peoples.  

Despite these advancements, indigenous communities in the Amazon continue to encounter significant 
threats from deforestation, mining, and oil extraction, which jeopardize their ancestral lands and 
cultural heritage. Furthermore, indigenous peoples, particularly in vulnerable regions like the Arctic 
and Pacific Islands, are disproportionately affected by climate change. The degradation of their lands, 
exacerbated by rising sea levels and extreme weather events, threatens their traditional ways of life. 
Although the United Nations has recognized the crucial role of indigenous peoples in conservation, 
effective policies to mitigate these challenges remain largely unrealized.  

 

Key Issues 
• Land and Resource Rights: Ensuring the recognition of indigenous land rights and preventing the 

exploitation of indigenous territories for economic purposes is critical. Resolutions could promote 
legal frameworks that secure indigenous ownership of ancestral lands and respect indigenous 
participation in decision-making related to resource extraction.  

• Cultural Preservation and Education: Indigenous languages, traditions, and customs are at risk of 
being lost. Resolutions may encourage states to implement policies that promote indigenous education 
in native languages, preserve cultural heritage, and protect intellectual property rights related to 
indigenous knowledge.  

• Political Representation and Autonomy: Indigenous peoples often lack adequate political 
representation and self-governance. Resolutions could perhaps advocate for stronger indigenous 
participation in national political processes, including the establishment of autonomous regions or the 
recognition of self-governing indigenous institutions where applicable.  

• Economic Development and Equality: Indigenous communities often face higher poverty rates, 
limited access to healthcare, and economic marginalization. Resolutions may choose to push for 
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sustainable development programs that specifically address these disparities, ensuring indigenous 
communities benefit from economic opportunities while preserving their cultures and land.  

• Reparations and Justice for Historical Injustices: Many indigenous communities continue to 
suffer from the effects of colonial policies, including land dispossession, cultural erasure, and violence. 
Resolutions might support efforts for reparations, truth and reconciliation commissions, and other 
justice mechanisms to address historical grievances.  

• Environmental Protection and Indigenous Stewardship: Indigenous peoples play a crucial role 
in environmental conservation, as they have deep-rooted knowledge of their ecosystems. Resolutions 
could promote the recognition of indigenous stewardship of natural resources and involve indigenous 
communities in global climate action initiatives. Also, perhaps the recognition and tackling of the 
disproportionate effect of climate change on indigenous communities.   

  

Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• Canada  

• Australia  

• New Zealand  

• Brazil  

• Bolivia  

• Ecuador  

• United States  

• UK  

• France  

• Germany  

• Italy  

• India  

  

Wider Reading  
https://www.ecchr.eu/en/glossary/postcolonial-legal-
criticism/#:~:text=UN%20Declaration%20on%20the%20Rights%20of%20Indigenous%20Peoples&text
=The%20declaration%20acknowledges%20indigenous%20peoples,stolen%20lands%2C%20territories
%20and%20resources 

https://www.amnesty.org/en/what-we-do/indigenous-peoples/   

https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-releases/2022/09/acting-high-commissioner-addressing-legacies-
colonialism-can-contribute   

 

  

https://www.amnesty.org/en/what-we-do/indigenous-peoples/
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Summary 
The presence of foreign military bases within sovereign nations presents a complex challenge that 
includes issues of national security, international diplomacy, state sovereignty, and the broader 
dynamics of global geopolitics. These bases are often legacies of historical processes such as 
imperialism and colonialism or products of more contemporary international agreements, treaties, 
and strategic military alliances. While proponents argue that these bases can provide security and 
stability, particularly in volatile regions, they also raise critical concerns about the erosion of national 
sovereignty and autonomy for the host states.  

Foreign military installations can worsen power imbalances, with the host nation often finding itself 
subject to the influence and strategic interests of a more powerful foreign state. This dynamic can lead 
to political, economic, and social repercussions, including potential interference in domestic affairs, 
resource exploitation, and tensions within the local population. Moreover, the presence of these bases 
can have broader geopolitical implications, influencing regional power structures, diplomacy, and even 
international conflicts.  

  

Background Information 
Foreign military bases began to appear during the imperial and colonial era throughout European 
Foreign military bases first emerged during the imperial and colonial periods, when European powers 
sought to project their influence globally by establishing strategic outposts in key locations. Notable 
examples include control over the Suez Canal, a vital artery for trade and military logistics. These early 
bases served not only to assert dominance over colonial territories but also to safeguard European 
interests in distant regions, providing staging grounds for military interventions and resource 
extraction.  

The proliferation of foreign military bases expanded further during both World Wars, as global conflict 
required extensive military infrastructure. Nations such as the United Kingdom, the United States, 
Germany, and Japan established numerous bases across continents to support their war efforts, 
protect supply lines, and secure strategic positions. This network of bases became critical to the 
success of military campaigns, underscoring their importance in global power projection.  

The Cold War period saw a significant intensification of this trend. Foreign military bases were crucial 
to the geopolitical rivalry between the United States and the Soviet Union. Through alliances like 
NATO and the Warsaw Pact, both superpowers extended their military reach, using bases in Europe, 
Asia, and elsewhere to solidify political influence and maintain a military presence in key regions. These 
bases were viewed as essential to deterrence strategies and as symbols of the ideological battle 
between capitalism and communism.  

In the post-Cold War era, while there has been some closure and reduction of foreign bases, many 
remain active, particularly in areas of ongoing strategic importance such as the Middle East, Asia-Pacific, 
and Eastern Europe. These bases continue to serve critical functions, including rapid response 
capabilities, regional security, and maintaining influence in volatile geopolitical environments.  

Modern foreign military bases are generally categorized into three types. Permanent bases feature 
long-term infrastructure and extensive personnel, providing a stable platform for sustained military 
operations. Forward Operating Bases (FOBs), on the other hand, are temporary installations designed 
for rapid deployment and tactical operations, commonly used during the U.S. campaigns in Iraq and 
Afghanistan. Finally, naval and air bases are positioned near contested or strategically significant 
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regions, allowing foreign powers to project military force across wide areas and ensure control over 
key airspace and maritime routes.  

The continued existence of foreign military bases raises enduring questions about sovereignty, regional 
stability, and global power imbalances. Host nations must balance the security benefits of foreign 
military protection against the potential loss of autonomy and the influence exerted by foreign 
governments over their internal affairs.  

  

Recent Developments   
The USA has more than 750 bases across 80 countries, and about 175,000 troops stationed in 159 
countries. Post-Cold war saw the US close some bases in Western Europe and establish new ones in 
Middle East, Asia and Eastern Europe. Germany has some of the most significant bases in Europe, while 
Poland and the Baltic states have seen an increase in bases and presence of the US due to the Baltic 
state’s involvement with NATO. Japan has the largest overseas US military presence, protests have 
occurred due to crime, environmental damage and infringement on Japanese sovereignty due to 
American presence. Qatar and Bahrain have significant US military presence due to operations in Syria, 
Iraq, Afghanistan and the Red Sea. This has led to nations around the Middle East viewing this as a 
direct threat. Guantanamo Bay, Cuba is a known US military base known for the use of it after 911, 
where human rights abuse took place, through intense interrogation such as waterboarding, stress 
positions and sleep deprivation.   

NATO’s establishment of bases and the deployment of forces near Russia’s borders are seen by 
Moscow as hostile actions, undermining post-Cold War security arrangements. This has led Russia to 
respond with its own military buildups, aggressive posturing in Eastern Europe, and interventions in 
neighbouring countries, such as the annexation of Crimea and military support for separatists in 
eastern Ukraine. Russia has foreign bases across many former soviet states, with the largest in 
Tajikistan. Russia also has bases in Syria where they intervened and supported the Assad regime. The 
Russian militarily bases in Armenia, are being seen as a point of discussion within politics due to 
opposing views. 

Unlike many other nations, China’s number of foreign military bases has been increasing with the aim 
to increase their global presence and power. Chinas most prominent overseas base is in Djibouti in 
East Africa, this allows power of global shipping routes and peacekeeping missions. Chinas main bases 
are in the Middle East and Africa. The extensive network of US bases within Asia, is viewed by China 
as an effort to contain Chinas power, therefore driving the expansion of its own foreign military bases. 
This increase in Chinese presence around the Indian Ocean has led India to enhance their own naval 
presence, due to worries of China projecting power in this region.  

Foreign military bases can make host nations politically and economically dependent on the basing 
country, undermining their sovereignty. This dynamic is often seen in small or economically weak 
states, where the financial incentives tied to hosting a base can outweigh public opposition or national 
interests. For instance, Djibouti hosts multiple foreign bases (USA, China and France), creating 
complex diplomatic balancing acts that can strain its own sovereignty and foreign policy.  
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Key Terms  
Host Nation: The sovereign country that allows a foreign power to establish a military base on its 
territory. The relationship between the host nation and the foreign military can significantly impact 
the host’s internal politics, economy, and sovereignty.  

Sovereignty Erosion: The weakening of a host nation’s control over its own territory and decision-
making due to the presence of foreign military forces. This can lead to reduced autonomy in both 
domestic and foreign policy.  

Strategic Military Alliances: Formal partnerships, such as NATO, that justify the establishment of 
foreign bases for mutual security interests. These alliances can complicate regional dynamics, 
particularly when they challenge the interests of other global powers.  

Military Basing Agreements: Legal treaties or arrangements that outline the terms under which a 
foreign country can maintain military forces within a host nation. These agreements often include 
provisions for the duration, activities, and rights of the foreign military presence.  

Power Asymmetry: The imbalance in power between a host nation and the country operating the 
foreign military base. This can result in political or economic dependence, with the host nation often 
subject to the strategic interests of the foreign power.  

  

Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• Russia  

• UK  

• USA  

• China   

• India 

• France 

• Germany 

• Japan  

  

Wider Reading  
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=amusB9j7Oz4  

https://www.rferl.org/a/armenia-russian-base-gyumri-alliance-weakening-geopolitical-
storm/32874563.html  

https://dailytrust.com/foreign-military-bases-strategic-assets-with-catastrophic-costs-for-host-
nations/  

  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=amusB9j7Oz4
https://www.rferl.org/a/armenia-russian-base-gyumri-alliance-weakening-geopolitical-storm/32874563.html
https://www.rferl.org/a/armenia-russian-base-gyumri-alliance-weakening-geopolitical-storm/32874563.html
https://dailytrust.com/foreign-military-bases-strategic-assets-with-catastrophic-costs-for-host-nations/
https://dailytrust.com/foreign-military-bases-strategic-assets-with-catastrophic-costs-for-host-nations/
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Summary 
The Syrian civil war is an ongoing multi-sided conflict in Syria involving various state-sponsored and 
non-state actors. In March 2011, popular discontent with the rule of Bashar al-Assad triggered large-
scale protests and pro-democracy rallies across Syria, as part of the wider Arab Spring protests in the 
region. After months of crackdown by the government's security apparatus, various armed rebel 
groups such as the Free Syrian Army began forming across the country, marking the beginning of the 
Syrian insurgency. By mid-2012, the crisis had escalated into a full-blown civil war.  

The Syrian Civil War has led to severe healthcare challenges. The targeting of healthcare facilities, 
blockades of medical supplies, and the killing or exiling of doctors have left the population with minimal 
access to medical care. Over 70% of healthcare workers have fled Syria since 2011, and over half of 
the country's hospitals have been rendered nonfunctional.  

Chemical attacks, especially on civilian populations, have exacerbated these issues. Medical facilities 
are ill-equipped to treat chemical exposure victims, and repeated attacks have overwhelmed the 
remaining healthcare infrastructure. The ongoing destruction has significantly worsened Syria’s ability 
to handle both immediate wartime injuries and long-term health effects such as respiratory diseases 
caused by chemical agents.  

 

Background Information 

The Syrian Civil War has led to severe healthcare challenges. The targeting of healthcare facilities, 
blockades of medical supplies, and the killing or exiling of doctors have left the population with minimal 
access to medical care. Over 70% of healthcare workers have fled Syria since 2011, and over half of 
the country's hospitals have been rendered nonfunctional.  

Chemical attacks, especially on civilian populations, have exacerbated these issues. Medical facilities 
are ill-equipped to treat chemical exposure victims, and repeated attacks have overwhelmed the 
remaining healthcare infrastructure. The ongoing destruction has significantly worsened Syria’s ability 
to handle both immediate wartime injuries and long-term health effects such as respiratory diseases 
caused by chemical agents.  

The Syrian Civil War has severely impacted the healthcare system, with hospitals and clinics being 
deliberately targeted by both government forces and opposition groups. Between 2011 and 2021, 
nearly 600 attacks on healthcare facilities were recorded, leading to widespread destruction of medical 
infrastructure. Additionally, thousands of healthcare workers have fled the country, leaving an 
estimated 70% shortage in medical personnel and severely limiting access to critical healthcare 
services. This collapse in infrastructure and staffing has contributed to outbreaks of communicable 
diseases such as cholera and measles, further worsening the public health crisis.  

The Syrian government has repeatedly been accused of using chemical weapons against civilians, 
despite its 2013 commitment to dismantle its chemical stockpiles. Chlorine, sarin, and mustard gas 
have been confirmed as being used in various attacks, with devastating health consequences.  

The 2013 Ghouta chemical attack, which killed hundreds, drew global attention to the use of chemical 
weapons in Syria. Investigations by the United Nations and the Organisation for the Prohibition of 
Chemical Weapons (OPCW) confirmed at least 336 chemical attacks between 2012 and 2019, with 
the vast majority attributed to the Assad regime. These attacks have caused thousands of civilian 
deaths and left survivors with long-term health conditions, including neurological damage and 
respiratory illnesses.  
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The health consequences of chemical attacks in Syria have been severe and far-reaching. Victims of 
chemical weapon exposure often experience acute symptoms such as respiratory distress, convulsions, 
and loss of consciousness, with sarin gas proving particularly lethal even in low doses. Survivors 
frequently face long-term health problems, including chronic respiratory diseases, neurological damage, 
and psychological trauma. The lack of specialized healthcare in many areas has left these issues largely 
untreated. Furthermore, chemical attacks place immense strain on an already devastated healthcare 
system, creating surges in demand for services to treat chemical burns, respiratory conditions, and 
psychological effects, care that is often unavailable in affected regions.  

In 2020, the OPCW found the Syrian Air Force responsible for several chemical attacks in 2017. 
Despite international condemnation, chemical attacks have continued, though on a smaller scale. In 
2021, Syria was suspended from the OPCW for failing to cooperate with investigations into its 
chemical weapons use.  

 

Key Terms 
War - a state of armed conflict between different countries or different groups within a country.  

Civil War - a war between citizens of the same country.  

Proxy War - a war instigated by a major power which does not itself become involved. “The Syrian 
government, the opposition and the SDF have all received support—militarily, logistically and diplomatically—
from foreign countries, leading the conflict to often be described as a proxy war.”  

Syria - officially the Syrian Arab Republic, is a country in West Asia located in the Eastern 
Mediterranean and the Levant.  

The Syrian opposition - the political structure represented by the Syrian National Coalition and 
associated Syrian anti-Assad groups with certain territorial control as an alternative Syrian 
government.  

Al-Qaeda - a pan-Islamist militant organization led by Sunni Jihadists who self-identify as a vanguard 
spearheading a global Islamist revolution to unite the Muslim world under a supra-national Islamic 
caliphate. Its membership is mostly composed of Arabs, but also includes people from other ethnic 
groups. Founded by Osama bin Laden.  

Islamic State - a political system where Islamic laws, particularly Sharia, are enforced, and religion 
plays a central role in governance.  

The Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) - a Kurdish-led coalition formed by ethnic militias and rebel 
groups, and serves as the official military wing of the Autonomous Administration of North and East 
Syria (AANES). The SDF is allied to and supplied by the United States–led CJTF–OIR international 
alliance.  

Chemical attacks - the spreading of toxic chemicals with the intent to do harm.  

Syrian Arab Army (SAA) - Principle government military force. Prior to outbreak of revolution in 
Syria in 2011, its manpower was estimated to be about 295,000 personnel. After causalities and 
defections, the SAA consists of about 125,000 personnel today. Lister: “The SAA’s critical manpower 
problem has left it consistently unable to sustain intensive offensive operations in more than one 
strategic region at a time.”  
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National Defense Force (NDF) - A pro-government militia organization established by the 
government and trained by Hizballah and, allegedly, Iran’s Quds Force. Contains as many as 100,000 
personnel.  

“Shabiha” - Gangs of armed militia initially used by the Assad regime to suppress protests in 2011. 
Now mostly part of the NDF.  

Hizballah - A Shia Islamic militant group and political party based in Lebanon. Contributes anywhere 
from 3,500-7,000 personnel to fighting opposition forces inside Syria at any one time.  

Iraqi Shia elements - Along with Iran and Hizballah, Iraqi Shia elements have established, trained 
and sometimes commanded Shia pro-government militia groups.  

Russia - Sells weapons and spare parts to the SAA. Lister: “Ammunition, space parts, and even repair 
of helicopters in Russia, have represented a critical form of support for the Assad regime.”  

Iran - Key regional ally of Syria. Lister: “Syria has long been Iran’s closest strategic ally in the region, 
particularly for its role as a direct conduit for Iranian support to Hizballah in Lebanon.” Iran provides 
financial credit assistance, military supplies, and Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC) personnel, 
including its Quds Force, to train pro-government militia and paramilitary forces.  

Chemical Weapons: Toxic chemicals used to harm or kill in warfare. In the Syrian conflict, agents 
like sarin, chlorine, and sulfur mustard have been used against civilians and combatants.  

Healthcare Infrastructure: The physical and organizational structures required for the delivery of 
healthcare services. This includes hospitals, clinics, medical supplies, and personnel.  

OPCW (Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons): An intergovernmental 
organization tasked with the implementation of the Chemical Weapons Convention and investigating 
the use of chemical weapons globally.  

 

Major Countries and Organisations involved  
• Syrian rebel groups  

• Iran   

• Russia   

• Lebanese militia Hezbollah  

• United States   

• Turkey   

• Saudi Arabia   

• Qatar   

• Britain   

• France   

• Israel   

• Netherlands  
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Key Questions 
• Why Is the Syria Conflict So Complex?  

• How Is ISIS Involved in Syria?  

• Is The Syria Conflict All About Religion?  

• What Is Russia Doing in Syria?  

• How Are Syria's Kurds Involved in the Conflict?  

• How Is the UN Involved in Syria?  

• Was The Syria Conflict Started by the Arab Spring?  

• Why Is There a Refugee Crisis?  

• Could The US Stop the Syria Conflict?  

• What Is the Free Syrian Army?  

• How Is the UK Involved in Syria?  

  

Wider Reading  
https://www.iwm.org.uk/history/syria-frequently-asked-questions   

https://www.trtworld.com/mea/a-brief-history-of-peace-attempts-and-failures-in-syria-21155  

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-middle-east-39528673  

https://healthcluster.who.int/countries-and-regions/syria-whole-of-syria  

https://www.who.int/news/item/14-03-2018-seven-years-of-syria-s-health-tragedy  

https://www.who.int/news/item/11-04-2018-who-concerned-about-suspected-chemical-attacks-in-
syria  

https://www.who.int/news/item/05-04-2017-who-alarmed-by-use-of-highly-toxic-chemicals-as-
weapons-in-syria  

https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-
emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response) 

https://www.who.int/our-work/health-emergencies 

https://www.who.int/news-room/questions-and-answers/item/who-s-role-in-emergencies  

https://www.thelancet.com/journals/lancet/article/PIIS0140-6736(22)01589-6/fulltext 

 

  

https://www.iwm.org.uk/history/syria-frequently-asked-questions
https://www.trtworld.com/mea/a-brief-history-of-peace-attempts-and-failures-in-syria-21155
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-middle-east-39528673
https://healthcluster.who.int/countries-and-regions/syria-whole-of-syria
https://www.who.int/news/item/14-03-2018-seven-years-of-syria-s-health-tragedy
https://www.who.int/news/item/11-04-2018-who-concerned-about-suspected-chemical-attacks-in-syria
https://www.who.int/news/item/11-04-2018-who-concerned-about-suspected-chemical-attacks-in-syria
https://www.who.int/news/item/05-04-2017-who-alarmed-by-use-of-highly-toxic-chemicals-as-weapons-in-syria
https://www.who.int/news/item/05-04-2017-who-alarmed-by-use-of-highly-toxic-chemicals-as-weapons-in-syria
https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response)
https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response)
https://www.who.int/our-work/health-emergencies
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Summary 
The outbreak of COVID-19 demonstrated that the current global standard for dealing with new global 
outbreaks is insufficient now more than ever. The lack of a coordinated response and inconsistencies 
in national policies led to widespread confusion, unequal access to vaccines, and delays in containing 
the virus. In response, there is increasing debate over whether the World Health Organization (WHO) 
should be granted greater authority to manage future pandemics and global health emergencies.  

Proponents of this reform, particularly from the European Union (EU) and some developing nations, 
argue that the WHO needs more power to enforce international health regulations, ensure 
transparency, and coordinate responses across borders. They believe a stronger WHO could lead to 
more effective disease surveillance, faster sharing of critical information, and equitable distribution of 
medical resources, such as vaccines. Developing nations often lack the resources to handle pandemics 
independently and thus support a more empowered WHO to provide global oversight.  

On the other hand, sovereignty-focused countries, such as the United States, Brazil, and Russia in 
addition to many others are hesitant to give the WHO more control over their internal affairs. These 
countries argue that national governments should retain the authority to make health decisions based 
on their specific circumstances. They fear that granting more power to the WHO could result in 
external interference and undermine their sovereignty, particularly when it comes to decisions about 
lockdowns, vaccine mandates, and public health strategies.  

The debate raises critical questions about how to balance national sovereignty with the need for 
coordinated global action, especially in a world where pandemics can quickly spread across borders.  

 

Background Information 

Global outbreaks stem from the organization's central role in coordinating international health 
responses, particularly during crises like the COVID-19 pandemic. The pandemic exposed significant 
gaps in global health governance, revealing how national governments often act independently, leading 
to uncoordinated efforts, unequal vaccine distribution, and delayed international responses. The 
International Health Regulations (IHR), the main legal framework guiding WHO responses, currently 
limits its power to issue non-binding recommendations, leaving critical decisions in the hands of 
individual countries. As a result, some argue that the WHO should be granted more authority to 
ensure faster, more uniform global responses to future pandemics, thereby preventing the chaos seen 
during COVID-19   

Support for expanding the WHO's powers is also driven by the organization's role in assisting low- 
and middle-income countries that rely on its expertise and resources. During pandemics, these 
countries are disproportionately affected due to limited health infrastructure and resources. The 
COVAX initiative, co-led by the World Health Organization, demonstrated the need for a stronger, 
more coordinated approach to vaccine distribution. However, resistance from sovereignty-conscious 
nations like the U.S. and Russia, which prefer to retain control over national health policies, 
complicates the discussion. The debate, therefore, focuses on how much authority the WHO should 
be given without infringing on national sovereignty, while still ensuring that global health responses are 
timely, coordinated, and effective.  

During the COVID-19 pandemic, the WHO co-led the COVAX initiative, which aimed to ensure 
equitable global access to vaccines. While it was a key step in addressing vaccine inequality, COVAX 
faced major challenges due to funding shortfalls, vaccine nationalism, and countries bypassing it to 
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make their own deals. This highlighted the limits of the WHO's power in enforcing equitable 
distribution and coordinating global health efforts.  

 

Key Terms 
Pandemic - A pandemic is an outbreak of a disease that occurs across a wide geographic area and 
affects a large proportion of the population.  

International Health Regulations (IHR) - The IHR is a legally binding international agreement 
among WHO member states. It aims to prevent and respond to public health risks that have the 
potential to cross borders, without unnecessary interference with international trade and travel.  

Public Health Emergency of International Concern (PHEIC) - A PHEIC is a formal declaration 
by the WHO, used to denote an extraordinary event that poses a public health risk to other states 
through the international spread of disease.  

COVAX - COVAX is a global initiative co-led by the WHO, the Global Alliance for Vaccines and 
Immunizations (GAVI), and the Coalition for Epidemic Preparedness Innovations (CEPI). It aims to 
ensure fair and equitable access to COVID-19 vaccines for all countries, particularly low- and middle-
income countries, regardless of their ability to pay.  

Vaccine Nationalism - Vaccine nationalism occurs when countries prioritize their own populations 
in securing vaccines, often bypassing global initiatives like COVAX.  

Global Preparedness Monitoring Board (GPMB) - The GPMB is an independent body co-
convened by the WHO and the World Bank to monitor global preparedness for health crises.  

 

Major Countries and Organisations Involved  
• United States  

• United Kingdom  

• Russia  

• China  

• Germany  

• Brazil  

• South Africa  

• India  

• European Union (EU)  
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Key Questions 
• Should the World Health Organisation be given more power to resolve international outbreaks more 

effectively and faster?   

• Should the health policy of the country be a subject of national sovereignty?  

• What are the consequences of not having a key Organisation, such as the WHO, to resolve 
international outbreaks?  

 

Wider Reading  
https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/the-pandemic-accord-explained-what-countries-are-doing-to-
protect-against-future-global-health-emergencies/  

https://unfoundation.org/what-we-do/issues/global-health/global-health-resource-center-2/tracking-
the-who-pandemic-agreement-countries-last-crack-at-an-accord-by-may/   

https://cil.nus.edu.sg/the-world-health-organization-and-covid-19-how-much-legal-authority-does-the-
who-really-have-to-manage-the-pandemic-by-dr-ayelet-berman/   

https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-
emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response) 

https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/378236/9789240097452-eng.pdf?sequence=1 

https://www.who.int/our-work/health-emergencies 

 

  

https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/the-pandemic-accord-explained-what-countries-are-doing-to-protect-against-future-global-health-emergencies/
https://unfoundation.org/blog/post/the-pandemic-accord-explained-what-countries-are-doing-to-protect-against-future-global-health-emergencies/
https://unfoundation.org/what-we-do/issues/global-health/global-health-resource-center-2/tracking-the-who-pandemic-agreement-countries-last-crack-at-an-accord-by-may/
https://unfoundation.org/what-we-do/issues/global-health/global-health-resource-center-2/tracking-the-who-pandemic-agreement-countries-last-crack-at-an-accord-by-may/
https://cil.nus.edu.sg/the-world-health-organization-and-covid-19-how-much-legal-authority-does-the-who-really-have-to-manage-the-pandemic-by-dr-ayelet-berman/
https://cil.nus.edu.sg/the-world-health-organization-and-covid-19-how-much-legal-authority-does-the-who-really-have-to-manage-the-pandemic-by-dr-ayelet-berman/
https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response)
https://www.who.int/about/accountability/results/who-results-report-2020-2021/the-work-of-who-in-emergencies-(outbreak-crisis-and-response)
https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/378236/9789240097452-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://www.who.int/our-work/health-emergencies
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We kindly ask that you refrain from making or submitting any resolutions, as we will be 
using working papers and those will not be discussed. 

Please note that the Youth Committee is specifically tailored for new MUN delegates. 

  

Summary 
Plastic pollution poses an existential threat to marine ecosystems, with repercussions for the broader 
environment and human health. Non-biodegradable plastics break down into microplastics that 
infiltrate every aspect of our environment, affecting species at all levels of the food chain. The 
economic, ethical, and ecological impact of this crisis highlights the necessity of finding effective 
solutions. The Youth Committee will use working papers as tools to brainstorm and develop 
comprehensive approaches that target plastic reduction, responsible production, and clean-up efforts, 
moving towards a future with less plastic in our oceans.  

 

Background  

Plastic pollution in the world’s oceans has become one of the most pressing environmental crises of 
our time. Annually, around 430 million tonnes of plastic are produced, with nearly two-thirds of it 
discarded after a single use. According to current projections, if no significant action is taken, the 
quantity of plastic waste in the ocean will triple by 2060.  

This mass of oceanic plastic has dire implications for marine ecosystems and human health alike. 
Plastics are largely non-biodegradable, meaning they can persist in the environment for hundreds of 
years. Over time, they degrade into smaller particles known as microplastics and nanoplastics, which 
are now found in almost every corner of the globe. These tiny parti cles infiltrate marine ecosystems, 
harming marine organisms and disrupting the natural food web. Recent studies reveal that 
microplastics can interfere with animal reproduction, thereby affecting the food chain—a concern that 
ultimately affects human health. Additionally, larger pieces of plastic often cause severe physical injuries 
or fatalities to marine animals, raising significant ethical concerns about the use and disposal of plastic.  

The situation necessitates urgent global collaboration. The United Nations Environment Programme 
(UNEP) has prioritized tackling this issue, emphasizing the need for international policies that reduce 
plastic production, increase recycling, and clean up existing ocean pollution.  

 

Key Terms  
Microplastics: Tiny plastic particles, less than 5mm in size, which result from the breakdown of larger 
plastics. These particles can enter the food chain, causing ecological and health issues.  

Nanoplastics: Even smaller plastic particles, typically less than 1 micrometer, that can penetrate deep 
into biological tissues, with potentially unknown long-term impacts.  

Non-Biodegradable: Materials that cannot be broken down by natural processes, persisting in the 
environment for long periods.  

Single-Use Plastics: Items made from plastic that are intended to be used once and discarded, 
contributing significantly to plastic pollution.  
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Working Paper: A preliminary document where delegates collaboratively write down ideas and 
proposals for resolving an issue. It forms the basis for a formal resolution.  

 

Key Questions 
How can international policies be structured to effectively curb the production of single-use plastics?  

What are the most feasible methods for cleaning existing plastic pollution from the oceans?  

How can countries balance economic interests in plastic production with environmental and ethical 
responsibilities?  

What educational or awareness campaigns could be implemented to reduce plastic use at a consumer 
level?  

How can international cooperation be fostered to support under-resourced nations in reducing plastic 
waste?  

 

Wider Reading   
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2021/04/4-ways-to-reduce-plastic-
pollution/#:~:text=8%20million%20tons%20of%20plastic%20enters%20the%20ocean,can%20help%20
curb%20the%20amount%20of%20plastic%20pollution. 

https://www.oceanicsociety.org/resources/7-ways-to-reduce-ocean-plastic-pollution-today/ 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/03/8-steps-to-solve-the-oceans-plastic-problem/ 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/science-environment-64889284 

https://www.nrdc.org/stories/10-ways-reduce-plastic-pollution 

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2021/04/4-ways-to-reduce-plastic-pollution/ 

https://www.unep.org/topics/ocean-seas-and-coasts/ecosystem-degradation-pollution/plastic-
pollution-marine-litter 

 


