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A Word From Your Director
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I’m currently a student at Florida State University, studying Public
Relations & International Affairs with a concentration in Public
Administration (Homeland Security stuff, it’s really cool I promise). I
currently work as a barista at a local coffee shop on campus and as a writer
for FSView, a Tallahassee newspaper - so if you need a coffee
recommendation or an update on current events never hesitate to ask!
Recently, I completed an internship at the Nevada Policy Research
Institute where I got to work on getting voters active on the west coast
and creating resources to make the state government a bit more
transparent (register to vote if you’re eligible!). I’ve been aided in all of
these work experiences through skills I learned in Model UN, and I promise
you’re learning them too, even if you don’t realize it.

I’ve been fortunate enough to be involved with Model UN since my
sophomore year of high school, and that love has allowed me to meet
some of my closest friends and travel the world, all in pursuit for a little
piece of plywood. I’m fortunate enough to be accompanied by some of
those friends this weekend on my dais, and this committee would truly
not be possible without them.

Outside of MUN, you can find me rearranging my room at 2 AM, stress
baking cupcakes to prevent studying for an exam, watching Rick and
Morty, cramming for French tests, or shuffling Harry Styles and Taylor
Swift’s latest albums (Keep Driving is the best song on Harry’s House). I
can’t wait to see you all in Gainesville, and don’t hesitate to reach out if you
need anything!

Good luck and go ‘Noles,
Mackenzie Wadsworth

Hello Delegates!

My name is Mackenzie Wadsworth, and I
can’t begin to express how excited I am
to get to serve as your Committee
Director for the 20th iteration of
GatorMUN. Ever since I was little and my
Kindergarten crush said he wanted to be
an astronaut, I’ve been obsessed with
the idea of the cosmos and human
space exploration. Now, with
interplanetary living becoming more
and more of a reality, it’s more
important (and exciting) than ever to
discuss how humanity should move
itself to the stars.



Rules of Procedure

Setting the agenda.
This means choosing the order in which you will debate
topics, if there are multiple on the table.

Debating the topic.
Moderated Caucus

Moderated debate
Unmoderated Caucus

Work on draft resolutions, sporadic debate, time for
additional research, etc.

Speaker’s List
When the speaker’s list is closed, move straight into the
voting procedure.

Vote on motions as they arise.
Author’s Panel

Group of sponsors present resolution
Voting procedure

Resolutions are presented, then voted upon.
No one may enter or exit the room once voting procedure
has begun 

This Committee will abide by Robert’s Rules of Order, below is a
brief summation of the basic procedures needed to be successful
in this committee. Points and motions not listed in this
document are chair’s discretion on acceptance. The goal of this
committee is to create one resolution as a group by the end of
the conference, based on attendance more may be accepted.
Page minimums and maximums will be established throughout
the committee as well as sponsor caps. 

Order/Agenda of a Model U.N. Conference
1.

a.

2.
a.

i.
b.

i.

c.
i.

d.
e.

i.
3.

a.
b.
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Rules of Procedure
QUORUM
A majority of voting members answering to the roll at each
session shall constitute a quorum for that session. This means
that half plus one of all voting members are present. Quorum will
be assumed consistent unless questioned through a Point of
Order. Delegates may request to be noted as “Present” or
“Present and Voting.” 

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE RULES FOR THE PURPOSE
OF A MODERATED CAUCUS
A majority of voting members answering to the roll at each
session shall constitute a quorum for that session. This means
that half plus one of all voting members are present. Quorum will
be assumed consistent unless questioned through a Point of
Order. Delegates may request to be noted as “Present” or
“Present and Voting.” 

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE RULES FOR THE PURPOSE
OF AN UNMODERATED CAUCUS
This motion must include the length of the Caucus. During an
unmoderated caucus, delegates
may get up from their seats and talk amongst themselves. This
motion requires a simple majority
to pass. The length of an unmoderated caucus in a Crisis
committee should not exceed fifteen
minutes.

MOTION TO SUSPEND THE MEETING
This motion is in order if there is a scheduled break in debate to
be observed. (ie. Lunch!) This motion requires a simple majority
vote. The Committee Director may refuse to entertain this
motion at their discretion.

POINTS OF ORDER
Points of Order will only be recognized for the following items:
a) To recognize errors in voting, tabulation, or procedure,
b) To question relevance of debate to the current Topic or
c) To question a quorum.
A Point of Order may interrupt a speaker if necessary and it is to
be used sparingly.

MOTION TO ADJOURN THE MEETING
This motion is in order at the end of the last committee session.
It signifies the closing of the
committee until next year’s conference.
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POINTS OF INQUIRY
When there is no discussion on the floor, a delegate may direct a
question to the Committee Director. Any question directed to
another delegate may only be asked immediately after the
delegate has finished speaking on a substantive matter. A
delegate that declines to respond to a question after a formal
speech forfeits any further questioning time. The question must
conform to the following format: 

Delegate from Country A raises placard to be recognized by the
Committee Director.
Committee Director: “To what point do you rise?”
Country A: “Point of Inquiry.”
Committee Director: “State your Point.”
Country A: “Will the delegate from Country B (who must have just
concluded a substantive
speech) yield to a question?”
Committee Director: “Will the Delegate Yield?”
Country B: “I will” or “I will not” (if not, return to the next business
item)
Country A asks their question (it must not be a rhetorical
question.)
Country B may choose to respond or to decline.

If the Delegate from Country B does not yield to or chooses not
to answer a question from Country A, then he/she yields all
remaining questioning time to the Committee Director.

POINTS OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE
Points of personal privilege are used to request information or
clarification and conduct all other business of the body except
Motions or Points specifically mentioned in the Rules of
Procedure.
Please note: The Director may refuse to recognize Points of
Order, Points of Inquiry or Points of Personal Privilege if the
Committee Director believes the decorum and restraint inherent
in the exercise has been violated, or if the point is deemed
dilatory in nature.

RIGHTS OF REPLY
At the Committee Director’s discretion, any member nation or
observer may be granted a Right of Reply to answer serious
insults directed at the dignity of the delegate present. The
Director has the ABSOLUTE AUTHORITY to accept or reject Rights
of Reply, and the decision IS NOT SUBJECT TO APPEAL.
Delegates who feel they are being treated unfairly may take their
complaint to any member of the Secretariat.
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FRIENDLY AMENDMENTS
Friendly Amendments are any changes to a formally introduced
Directive that all Sponsors
agree to in writing. The Committee Director must approve the
Friendly Amendment and confirm
each Sponsor’s agreement both verbally and in writing.

UNFRIENDLY AMENDMENTS
Unfriendly Amendments are any substantive changes to a
formally introduced Directive that are not agreed to by all of the
Sponsors of the Directive. In order to introduce an Unfriendly
Amendment, the Unfriendly Amendment must be the number
equivalent to 1/3 of Quorum confirmed signatories. The
Committee Director has the authority to discern between
substantive and non-substantive Unfriendly amendment
proposals.
Delegate from Country A raises placard to be recognized by the
Committee Director
Committee Director: “To what point do you rise?”
Country A: “Point of Inquiry.”
Committee Director: “State your Point.”
Country A: “Will the delegate from Country B (who must have just
concluded a substantive
speech) yield to a question?”
Committee Director: “Will the Delegate Yield?”
Country B: “I will” or “I will not” (if not, return to the next business
item)
Country A asks their question (it must not be a rhetorical
question.)
Country B may choose to respond or to decline.
If the Delegate from Country B does not yield to or chooses not
to answer a question from Country A, then he/she yields all
remaining questioning time to the Committee Director.

PLAGIARISM
GatorMUN maintains a zero-tolerance policy in regards to
plagiarism. Delegates found to have used the ideas of others
without properly citing those individuals, organizations, or
documents will have their credentials revoked for the duration of
the GatorMUN conference. This is a very serious offense.
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MOTION TO ENTER VOTING PROCEDURE
Once this motion passes, and the committee enters Voting
Procedure, no occupants of the committee room may exit the
Committee Room, and no individual may enter the Committee
Room from the outside. A member of the Dias will secure all
doors.
• No talking, passing notes, or communicating of any kind will be
tolerated during voting procedures.
• Each Directive will be read to the body and voted upon in the
order which they were introduced. Any Proposed Unfriendly
Amendments to each Directive will be read to the body and
voted upon before the main body of the Directive as a whole is
put to a vote.
• Delegates who requested to be noted as “Present and Voting”
are unable to abstain during voting procedure. Abstentions will
not be counted in the tallying of a majority. For example, 5 yes
votes, 4 no votes, and 7 abstentions means that the Directive
passes.
• The Committee will adopt Directives and Unfriendly
Amendments to Directives if these documents pass with a simple
majority. Specialized committees should refer to their
background-guides or Committee Directors for information
concerning specific voting procedures.

ROLL CALL VOTING
A counted placard vote will be considered sufficient unless any
delegate to the committee motions for a Roll Call Vote. If a Roll
Call Vote is requested, the committee must comply. All dele-
gates must vote: “For,” “Against,” “Abstain,” or “Pass.”
During a Roll Call vote, any delegate who answers, “Pass,”
reserves his/her vote until the Committee Director has exhausted
the Roll. However, once the Committee Director returns to
“Passing” Delegates, they must vote: “For” or “Against.”

ACCEPTING BY ACCLAMATION
This motion may be stated when the Committee Director asks for
points or motions. If a Roll Call Vote is requested, the motion to
Accept by Acclamation is voided. If a delegate believes a
Directive will pass without opposition, he or she may move to
accept the Directive by acclamation. The motion passes unless a
single delegate shows opposition. An abstention is not
considered opposition. Should the motion fail, the committee will
move directly into a Roll Call Vote.
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Committee Premise
This committee will function as the final preparations for and
maiden flight of the Venus I, the first ship carrying astronauts sent
to permanently colonize Mars. Each position in room, whether
federal agency or private company, has invested quite a bit of
money into this voyage, and is determined to see the flight
succeed. As such, and in the spirit of collaboration, there will be no
crisis notes for this committee. All debate will be structured
towards the passing of a long term resolution or directives for
various short term problems. This committee will be fast paced
and will require delegates to think on their feet and write a
substantive amount. Please be advised that directives must be
submitted on a physical legal pad/notebook paper while the
resolution will be written online using GoogleDocs. Electronic
devices will not be allowed during debate unless otherwise
specified in room. This will require delegates to bring ample pens,
paper, and a laptop/IPad to continuously work throughout the
weekend (if there is a circumstance that prevents you from having
these materials for conference weekend please reach out and I can
help make arrangements for you). 
Early Space History
 The early space industry began following World War II as militaries
adapted rockets and satellites. Alongside the rise of military
aircraft, intercontinental ballistic missiles (ICBMs) and space
rockets were the next natural step to ensuring that the world
superpowers maintain their military dominance. When the Cold
War took off with the Berlin airlift of 1947, the aerospace industry
went through massive restructuring - from manufacturing planes
to researching future developments. This era of powerful Boeing B-
47 bombers and X-1 planes that broke the sound barrier propelled
the US and the USSR into their famous space race. With military
and international focus, Sputnik was launched on October 4, 1957.
This would lead to a sense of fear of nuclear attack in the American
government, and thus to the Explorer Program and the passing of
the National Aeronautics and Space Act in 1958, which would
create NASA. 
  The next few decades were dominated by the US-USSR space
race, seeing Sputnik 2 (the first time a living organism was sent to
space),   Project Mercury (the first U.S. program to put humans in
space) and the eventual moon landing in 1969. While American
public interest wavered after this, government funding continued
to increase through the 1980s as NASA poured money into
research for Space Shuttle operations, an international space
station, and missile defense systems. However, no major
advancements were made in the space industry. 
With the fall of the USSR, other countries’ space industries began 

Background Guide
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to flourish. Many emerging countries, like Brazil, converted their
space agencies from military to civilian programs in an effort to
more efficiently explore space. These programs were not
universally successful, as a lack of military urgency, technical
setbacks and safety concerns slowed progress. However, major
countries did open themselves up to space exploration. By the
2000s, nearly all developed countries operated a space exploration
branch with various levels of reach.
 The landmark international achievement for the space exploration
community is the International Space Station. It was launched in
1998, with pressurized modules installed in 2011, and continued
development through 2019. Its origins, however, result from
political negotiations in the 1970s. The Apollo-Soyuz Test Project
was the first international human spaceflight, where the US
launched an Apollo command and service module on a Russian
Saturn IB rocket. In the decade following, the USSR’s Interkosmos
programme was an international cooperation between Warsaw
Pact countries that eventually expanded to others, such as Syria,
France, and India. 
 The politics of the ISS (as of 2022) were primarily governed by the
Space Station Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) of 1998, signed
by the US, Russia, Japan, Canada, and the member states of the
European Space Agency (Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany,
Italy, The Netherlands, Norway, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, and
the United Kingdom). Further agreements such as the Memoranda
of Understanding (MOU) between governmental space agencies
were also signed. Other countries, such as Brazil, entered into
bilateral agreements with the signatories to supply hardware for
the mission.
Why Mars?
 Besides its similarity to Earth, Mars is the most habitable planet
within the solar system. Water was found on Mars in July of 2018 by
scientists from the Italian Space Agency, who reported the
detection of a subglacial lake on Mars, 1.5 kilometers (1 mi) below
the southern polar ice cap, and spanning 20 kilometers (10 mi)
horizontally. Mars also rotates on its axis at a similar rate to the
Earth, resulting in 24.5 hour days, but takes almost double the time
of Earth to rotate around the sun (a year on mars is 687 days).
While Mars is ⅓ the size of Earth, it has as much land area as the
seven continents combined due to the smaller water supply. 
 The gravitational pull on Mars also lends itself to an easier
colonization. Its gravity is 2.7 times less than that of Earth: enough
to remain flat-footed on the surface, but a low enough escape
velocity to make launching from Mars relatively simple.
Construction materials would be lighter as well, facilitating labor in
the early colony (to calculate the weight of an object on Mars,
multiply its mass [in kilograms] by the gravitational constant of
3.721 m/s²). 
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“Space activities are for the benefit of all nations, and any
country is free to explore orbit and beyond.”
“There is no claim for sovereignty in space; no nation can “own”
space, the Moon or any other body.”
“Weapons of mass destruction are forbidden in orbit and
beyond, and the Moon, the planets, and other celestial bodies
can only be used for peaceful purposes.”
“Any astronaut from any nation is an ‘envoy of mankind,’ and
signatory states must provide all possible help to astronauts
when needed, including emergency landing in a foreign
country or at sea.”
“Signatory states are each responsible for their space activities,
including private commercial endeavors, and must provide
authorization and continuing supervision.”
“Nations are responsible for damage caused by their space
objects and must avoid contaminating space and celestial
bodies.”

Mars also holds the potential for an immense amount of profit.
There are 144 trillion square meters of surface area, roughly the
land area of the Earth, available for development. There is an
abundance of rare metals on Mars such as platinum, gold, silver,
and others. Shipping from Mars to Earth, as mentioned above, is
much easier than the other way around. Even more promising is
the proximity of the asteroid belt to Mars. Dactyl, the moon
orbiting the asteroid Ida within the belt, is 1.4 kilometers in
diameter, yet it contains more iron than the human race has used
in its entire existence. These asteroids could be mined near Mars
and shipped from the planet for little cost. What we could see
develop is a triangle trade route, much like the one in the 18th
century between Britain, the West Indies, and America. 
Space Legislation
 There are multiple forms of legislation signed in hopes of ensuring
the peaceful uses of outer space. Below are some of the most
notable ratified treaties and agreements to maintain diplomacy
beyond the bounds of Earth. 
The Outer Space Treaty: Otherwise known as the “Treaty on
Principles Governing the Activities of States in the Exploration and
Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial
Bodies” (not as catchy, I know), is the foundation of space law for
signatory nations. This legislation was created and signed by the
UN Legal Subcommittee in 1966 and ratified in the General
Assembly that same year. Some of the principles outlined in the
treaty include:

The Rescue Agreement: more commonly known by its shorthand
name “The Agreement on the Rescue of Astronauts, the Return of
Astronauts and the Return of Objects Launched into Outer Space,”
was signed by the GA Plenary session of 1967. This expands upon
one of the principles mentioned above to take all possible actions
to help or rescue astronauts in need, and if applicable, return them 
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The Moon Agreement: “The Agreement Governing the Activities
of States on the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies” was signed in
December 1979 and states that celestial bodies can only be
used for peaceful purposes, that they should not be
contaminated, that the UN should always be made aware of any
station on a non-Earth body, and that if resource mining on the
Moon becomes feasible, an international regime must be
established to govern how those resources are obtained and
used. The United States is not a signatory of the Moon
Agreement.
The Liability Convention: “The Convention on International
Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects” was approved by
the Plenary committee in November 1971 and simply states that
signatories take full liability for any damage caused by their
space objects and agree to standard procedures for
adjudicating damage claims.
The Registration Convention: “The Convention on Registration
of Objects Launched into Outer Space” was agreed upon in
1973, and in expanding a space object register, the Convention
empowers the UN Secretary-General to maintain a register of all
space objects.

to the nation from which they launched. Additionally, signatories
agree to help return to the sponsoring nation any space objects
that land on Earth outside of the country from which they were
launched.

Private Space Companies
 Already the dominant leader in outer space, deregulation and
increased government cooperation secured American companies’
role as the world leader in private space exploration. Lockheed and
Boeing’s United Launch Alliance is still the largest in space
launches, and it had maintained a monopoly over US government
contracts through 2016, when a GPS satellite contract was awarded
to SpaceX. SpaceX is the most famous, successful and advanced
private aerospace manufacturer. Founded in 2002 by Elon Musk, its
achievements are firsts in both the public and private sphere, and
they represent the benefits of private companies’ efficiencies in
space missions. 
 These achievements include being the first liquid-propellant
rocket to reach orbit (2008, advantageous because their higher
density consumes less volume), the first private company to
launch, orbit, and recover a spacecraft (2010), the first private
company to send a spacecraft to the ISS (2012), the first reuse of an
orbital rocket (2017), and the first private launch of an object into
heliocentric orbit - with the Tesla Roadster onboard as a heavy
weight simulant (2018). These achievements have been rewarded
by lucrative government contracts, such as the $645 million orbital
transportation service deal signed in 2018. These contracts
provided the US government with great cost savings: the initial
monopoly-breaking 2016 Air Force contract lowered rocket launch 
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pricing by approximately 40% compared to similar previous
missions.
 Other American companies such as Blue Origin and Sierra Nevada
Corporation have continued to launch crew transport vehicles.
Notwithstanding American dominance, other countries have
developed powerful private space companies. Romanian ARCA,
Canadian Arrow, and Chinese Onespace are examples of launch
vehicle makers, and Japanese Mitsubishi and Chinese i-Space are
successful satellite launchers.
 Overall, the innovation and cost efficiency of private companies
has far exceeded government missions since the early 2000s. The
role of private companies has increased from simply
manufacturing objects for orbit, to launches and defense
contracts. As the doors to commercial space travel open to the
ultra-rich within 10 years of development, private companies are
well-positioned to benefit from the lucrative industry.
Public-Private Corporation Interplay
 Space resources are critical to modern defense systems. They
enable missile warning systems, precise navigation, secure
communications, and a variety of surveillance systems. Thus,
countries prioritize the assured success of such launches. In the
US, Challenger launch failures in 1985 and 1986 motivated assured
policies after a period of 30 months where the US could not launch
important security and civilian payloads. The private space industry
thus affects national security in three ways: assured success,
national leadership, and security risk.
First, the success of public-private partnerships have allowed
governments to have a more reliable route success. With more
competition and more options, militaries have better options to
launch important national security payloads into space, enabling
the increased dependence on space technology. This is mostly due
to private companies’ ability to innovate faster and implement
more innovative safety measures.
 Second, the success of private partnerships is essential to
countries wishing to strengthen their own space industries for
defense reasons financially supporting companies with contracts
and subsidies, so that these companies can outperform rivals.
Moreover, these measures assure a level of national sovereignty.
For example, SpaceX’s advancements have allowed the US to
lessen its previously worrying dependence on Russian rockets and
engines. 
  Third, governments depend on the security of these private
companies in handling very sensitive data and physical payloads,
especially with increasing military governments. This allows more
frequent and cost-efficient launches, but the government also
faces potential security risks. For example, the US invested in
SpaceX and Jeff Bezos’s Blue Origin and cautioned the companies
of Chinese companies which might try to imitate these ideas to
surpass the US space industry. As this trend continues, politicians 
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 will have to determine the limits to trust in private space military
contracts. However, this solution has been addressed in the many other
defense industries that rely on private-military contracts. More worrying
is a possible expansion of these companies to other countries: for
example, a SpaceX expansion into taking Chinese contracts could be
extremely problematic for the American military.

Modern History: 2022-2030
 By the early 2020’s, the largest players in commercial space flight began
launching test rockets to move themselves into the final stages of
commercial space flight. Virgin Galactic and Blue Origin had both sent
their respective CEO’s into orbit on their maidened crew voyage, but
SpaceX became the first private company to land people on the
International Space Station - all space agency astronauts. Later, in 2024,
Axiom Space became the first company to send a crew to the ISS with
only private citizens aboard.
 Back on Earth, innovation in other private sectors began to grow, at the
cost of the well-being of many citizens. Population began skyrocketing in
2024 due to a fully opened world after the COVID-19 pandemic, resulting
in many new communities and housing structures having to be built.
Practically every fully developed nation had to allocate manpower to
creating these structures, resulting in the lowest unemployment rate in
almost a century worldwide. To clear room for new residents,
deforestation became the standard for urban planning, focusing on
building out rather than building up. Agricultural chemicals and
insecticides were used in tons to fully deforest needed plots of land, and
eventually created an irreparable hole in the ozone layer. While those
who heavily invested and funded the project (including various CEOs and
government officials) were reported to be punished to the full extent of
the law, it is not known to the general public what this meant or what
happened to them, as they were seen in public after their arrests.
 By 2028, it became clear that survival on Earth would soon come to an
end. This is why a successful colonization is vital for human life. The eyes
of the world are on the Venus I, as it is likely the last chance for the
human race to continue
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Are there ethical/legal implications of Mars colonization that need to
be considered?
What is the best way to collaborate between the public and private
sectors to ensure safe travel?
How should various cargo be prioritized (medical equipment, food,
farming supplies, etc.) since each ship can only take so much
material?
What can companies do once they reach Mars to make the trip
profitable?
How can a government body ensure diplomacy on Mars from a
different planet?

Questions to Consider
1.

2.

3.

4.

5.



National Aeronautics and Space Administration (United States)
China National Space Administration (China)
Roscomos (Russia)
Indian Space Research Organization (India)
Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency (Japan)
Iranian Space Agency (Iran)
European Space Agency (Europe)
Mexican Space Agency (Mexico)
Brazilian Space Agency (Brazil)
United Kingdom Space Agency (UK)
Swedish National Space Agency (Sweden)
Aeronautics and Space Research Organization-LAPAN
(Indonesia)
Canadian Space Agency (Canada)
German Aerospace Center (Germany)
Israeli Space Agency (Israel)

Orbital Sciences Corp. (USA)
SpaceX (USA)
Sierra Nevada Space Systems (USA)
GHGSAT (Canada)
Astroscale (Japan)
Blue Origin (USA)
Copenhagen Suborbitals (Denmark)
PD AeroSpace (Japan)
Agnikul Cosmos (India)
Gilmour Space Technologies (Australia)
Independence-X Aerospace (Malaysia)
OneSpace (China)
Orbex (UK)
Zero 2 Infinity (Spain)
Success Rockets (Russia)

Federal Agencies

Private Companies

Positions: 
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https://www.spacex.com/human-spaceflight/mars/
https://biologos.org/articles/colonizing-mars-evaluating-the-why
https://www.space.com/47-mars-the-red-planet-fourth-planet-
from-the-sun.html
https://www.space.com/13558-historic-mars-missions.html
https://history.nasa.gov/marschro.htm
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