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A Word From Your Director
Dear Delegates,
 

This will be my sixth year doing Model United Nations. I am
currently the UF MUN treasurer. I did Model UN all throughout
high school and was offered a scholarship from the TCC team
following graduation. I competed with them for a year before
obtaining my associates and transferring to UF. That being said, I
have chaired a number of conferences and competed on the
high school circuit as well as two collegiate circuits. (aka I’m a
simp for some good parli pro :). 
 I competed in GatorMUN in high school and was able to chair
the constitutional convention committee last year! It’s no secret
that I love GatorMUN and cannot wait to be your chair for this
committee. 
 I have a focus in international law. I chose to pursue a degree in
political science and history as I felt they would truly prepare me
for the field I wanted to focus on. During my studies I have spent
time researching the politics and development of the
international community. I have found that the Cold War era is
one of the most influential eras and one of the most common
eras taught in schools. I felt that it would be interesting to see
how delegates would debate the spread of democracy now that
they are living in a community where it is so prevalent. 
 As your chair I hope to bring all my knowledge of law and
political development from my legal work and school experience
into this debate. I hope to provide an enriching experience for all
of you and can’t wait to see what ideas and debates you bring to
the table. 
 If you have any questions or concerns (or just want to chat) feel
free to reach me at Kstroud@ufl.edu

Best of Luck,
Kaitlyn Stroud 
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 I am beyond enthused to welcome you to
GatorMUN! I am honored to be your chair in this
Cold War-focused General Assembly. I am a 3rd
year at the University of Florida pursuing a
double major in Political Science and History on
the Pre-Law track. 

mailto:Kstroud@ufl.edu


Rules of Procedure

Roll Call
Motion to open debate
Motion to open the speakers list

Opening speeches
Moderated Caucuses
Unmoderated Caucuses
Presentation of working papers
Presentation of draft resolutions
Amendments
Voting procedure

This committee is a General Assembly (GA). That means
delegates will be representing their respective country
and speaking in the 3rd person during debate. This
means that when you give a speech instead of saying “I
believe we should inspire global change”, you would say
“Japan believes that this committee should work
towards inspiring global change.” This is because you
are not acting as an individual in committee, but instead
as a representative for your country. 
 The goal of a GA is to write a paper solving the issues
you are debating in committee. General Assembly’s also
follow a specific timeline format that will be expected of
the delegates to uphold. Preferably the committee
would go like this: 
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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.

4



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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     This committee is meant to take place during the cold war
period. This period began on March 12, 1947 when the United
States president, Truman, presented the Truman Doctrine to
international politics. This doctrine essentially started the
beginning of the ideological battle between the communists and
democratic capitalists globally. Currently the UN has established
a global democracy fund in order to spread democratic and
capitalists’ values globally. There are a range of positive and
negative effects that came from this fund and highlighted the
idea that capitalism isn’t always beneficial for the global
economy when implemented quickly. 
     During the course of the cold war larger nations would
intervene in smaller nations proxy wars in order to fight each
other indirectly. This is due to the introduction of nuclear
weapons into the global community. With the fears of mutually
assured destruction in the background, nations did not want to
directly fight with each other in another potential world war. The
intervention in these proxy wars, however, increased global
imperialism and led to the downfall of many smaller nations. 
 This committee is directed at taking the first international
human rights treaties and rewriting them with respect to global
politics. Keeping in mind the political attitudes of these
countries’ delegates will debate on the wording and enforcement
of the ICCPR and ICESPR. 
 These documents had profound effects on the international
community and its opinion towards universally declared human
rights. To date, nations criticize the document for lacking or
providing too much enforcement or even at the specific rights
themselves. Delegates will be expected to form new opinions
based on the preferences of their countries and their interactions
with the current treaty and make suggestions on how it can be
modified. This could be anything from advocating for a new
human right such as equal marriage to removing a clause on
slavery. Delegates must keep in mind the current period and that
the views of their country in this century might contrast with the
ones during the cold war. 
 Each delegate should bring in new unique ideas and arguments
based on the structure and values of their country. By using their
countries' government structures and cultural values, they
should bring different ideas from other nations and be ready to
debate them and present them in committee. By understanding
how their country operates and functions internationally, they
can also form opinions on what their country would find
acceptable in an international treaty. 
 

Background Guide
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     This committee is directed at understanding how different
nations view human rights and international intervention. In
debating these issues, delegates should form a more
comprehensive picture of global human rights and how they
came into being during the writing of these treaties. They should
also be able to make changes that might have changed the
current view on international human rights and shaped the
global community we know today. 

HISTORY
     In 1948, before this committee took place, the Universal
Declaration of Human rights (UDHR) was adopted by the UN. This
Declaration is regarded as the foundational document for human
rights legislature internationally. It was considered
groundbreaking due to its use of non-direct language causing a
majority of nations to recognize it (for example saying a right to
non-discrimination but not specifying what discrimination is or
any punishments that would be inflicted on a state if they did not
abide by it). This more or less meant that it was revolutionary in
starting an international support for human rights, but not
effective in ensuring or enforcing those rights. Furthermore, our
perspective on human rights is constantly changing, meaning
that over time this document was viewed to be insufficient in
addressing and protecting all the recognized and considered
human rights.
    
     This committee is discussing
the secondary “foundational”
human rights treaties that
followed and were inspired by this
doctrine in the 1970s. These
treaties are known as the
international covenant on
economic social and cultural rights
(ICESCR) and the International
Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights (ICCPR). It is notable to
mention that these two
documents are treaties and not
doctrines like the UDHR. This
means that they are meant to be
used in a way in which the
contents of the treaty are to be
regularly enforced and respected
within the respective countries. 
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ICESCR
 The ICESCR was written and voted on first; however, it came into
effect on the same day as the ICCPR so we will discuss them as if
they are in the same GA. The official wording of the ICESCR is
here: International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural
Rights | OHCHR. However, this is a review of what each part
means as international legislation can be difficult to interpret. 
Part I, Article 1: Establishes self-determination, the right to use
your wealth as you please, and encourages states to promote
other states in their efforts for self-determination (this was
meant to stop imperialism during the cold war; however, was
also used as a way to increase imperialism with the idea in mind
that a state was simply “assisting” a smaller state to become
more independent).
Part II, Article 2: Establishes that countries should work together
to make sure that human rights are enforced. Presents the idea
that no discrimination of any kind is tolerated. Leaves it a state
right to determine the economic freedom of non-nationals. 
Part II, Article 3: Equal rights for men and women 
Part II, Article 4: Promotes the implementation of a democratic
society with laws protecting human rights
Part II, Article 5: The treaty should not be interpreted in a way
that allows violations of human rights and stresses the
importance that all human rights are equally important. 
Part III, Article 6: Emphasizes the right for all people to be able to
work and choose their work. It also stresses the importance of
available education to promote an increase in working citizens.
Part III, Article 7: Outlines good working conditions, including fair
wages and time off that countries should require of their
employers.
Part III, Article 8: The right to form labor and trade unions. 
Part III, Article 9: Promotes providing universal social security.
Part III, Article 10: Promotes the protection of families, mothers,
and children.
Part III, Article 11: Emphasizes the importance for a continuous
push towards a higher standard of living, while also adding the
need to end world hunger and decrease homelessness. 
Part III, Article 12: Improved Healthcare.
Part III, Article 13: The right to education and the right for
guardians to choose the correct school for their children. 
Part III, Article 14: Requires states to come up with a plan to
provide universal free education.
Part III, Article 15: Protection of culture and science. 
Part IV, Article 16: States must submit reports to the UN Sec-Gen
to ensure they are abiding by the rights outlined in the treaty. 
Part IV, Article 17: Suggestions for how to form and submit the
reports.
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Part IV, Article 18: The notion that the UN will provide
suggestions for how to better uphold the treaty. 
Part IV, Article 19-23: Outlines the processes for the reports and
how they are supposed to be perceived by the UN.
Part IV, Article 24-25: Emphasizing that states should not
interpret these with ill intent while also highlighting that these
rights do not interfere with states rights. 
Part V: Outlines the date for the treaty and general ratification
and amendment processes. 

ICCPR
The ICCPR was written after the ICESPR was ratified but it came
into effect during the same year. The official writing of the ICCPR
is here: International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights |
OHCHR. However, to assist you in understanding it, I have
included a brief overview of the clauses. 
Part I, Article 1: The right to self determination 
Part II, Article 2: Binding agreement to protect human rights 
Part II, Article 3: Equality for men and women 
Part II, Article 4: Countries can take measures outside the bounds
of the treaty if such violation requires intervention 
Part II, Article 5: Cannot ill- interpret the covenant 
Part III, Article 6: The right to life 
Part III, Article 7: Protection from cruel torture or unusual
punishment 
Part III, Article 8: Prevention of slavery & servitude 
Part III, Article 9: Right to liberty, security, and due process 
Part III, Article 10: Right to fair treatment of the accused 
Part III, Article 11: Cannot be imprisoned for not following through
with a contract 
Part III, Article 12: Freedom to choose residence and leave the
country 
Part III, Article 13: Aliens can only be removed if it is in
accordance with the law
Part III, Article 14: Equality in courts 
Part III, Article 15: Right to be provided with a fair trial
Part III, Article 16: Everyone should be recognized as a person
under the law
Part III, Article 17: Right to be protected from unlawful security
breaches 
Part III, Article 18: Freedom of religion and thought 
Part III, Article 19: Freedom of expression
Part III, Article 20: War propaganda is prohibited 
Part III, Article 21: Right to Peaceful Assembly 
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Part III, Article 22: Right to freedom of association including 
trade and labor unions
Part III, Article 23: Right to full consensual marriages 
Part III, Article 24: Rights of children to be registered and
protected from nondiscrimination
Part III, Article 25: Right to opportunity 
Part III, Article 26: All persons are equal before the law
Part III, Article 27: Minorities should be viewed as equal to
majorities 
Part IV, Article 28: Establishes a human rights committee 
Part IV, Article 29: How members should be selected for the
committee 
Part IV, Article 30: Election procedures 
Part IV, Article 31: No more than one national from each state
Part IV, Article 32: Elected for 4-year terms 
Part IV, Article 33: Agreements of Electees
Part IV, Article 34: Election procedures for vacancies
Part IV, Article 35: Committee can receive emoluments from UN
Resources 
Part IV, Article 36-37: Sec-Gen responsibilities 
Part IV, Article 38: Agreement that committee members should
remain impartial 
Part IV, Article 39: 2-year term limits 
Part IV, Article 40: Reports!!!
art IV, Article 41: outlines methods to ensure representatives stay
impartial 
Part IV, Article 42: and Ad Hoc commission may be formed if the
states issues are not resolved and satisfied by the committee 
Part IV, Article 43: Members have the privileges and immunities
of UN members
Part IV, Article 44: No prejudice in the committee 
Part IV, Article 45: Committee will submit an annual report 
Part V, Article 46: Nothing should be interpreted to impair the
provisions of the committee
Part V, Article 47: Nothing should be ill-interpreted
Part VI, Article 48: Ratification process
Part VI, Article 49: Entry into force
Part VI, Article 50: Extend to all parts of federal states
Part VI, Article 51: Amendment Process
Part VI, Article 52-53: Ensure the availability of the treaty
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     This topic is directed specifically at the human rights outlined
in the treaties. The treaties themselves were based on the writing
of the UDHR and were meant to add additional rights that were
not addressed or specified in the Universal Bill of Human Rights.
The treaties themselves are a product of the time, as many
sections address nations establishing self-sovereignty to avoid
imperialism and also include many political stances on self-
determination as a whole. 
    These treaties have arguably had a profound effect on the
international view of human rights. Altogether, they have
constituted how the international community makes decisions
regarding human safety and wellbeing. It has also helped in
providing recognition for areas internationally that might have
been lacking in specific human rights. By providing international
recognition, states have had more power in justifying their
international actions in order to ensure a positive global
environment.
 In writing these treaties, the global community essentially
outlined the human rights that were expected to be recognized
by the world. These rights surpass language barriers and cultural
attitudes and are meant to act as an understood agreement by
the international community. 
 The treaties were constructed during the cold war era. This is
when the international battle over communism and global
hegemony was deeply underway. Smaller nations were battling
for sovereignty in the newly formed global sphere, while larger
nations were interfering and pursuing imperialist values. These
treaties were used as a tool from many nations to claim their
right to lead other nations. For example, making the notion that
a leader with different political values might not be fit to lead
because they are violating human rights. They might even
motivate smaller parties to adopt trade and labor unions which
were specific human rights outlined in the treaty, and then use
them to take over a leader or spur a civil war/ revolution. 
 Furthermore, during this period, nuclear weaponry and the
space race were actively underway. The use of nuclear weaponry
was not mentioned in the treaty, yet had a profound effect on the
powers of larger nations in the international community. Some
argued that they violated the human right to safety and
protection mentioned in the treaty and pushed for it to be
revised to include wording specific to weaponry. This also might
have evened the international playing field as an absence of
intense weaponry would have changed the attitude of the cold
war completely. However, coming to an agreement regarding
these ideals would be difficult due to the pressure from the
larger nations during the period in which the treaties were 
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written. It is also notable to mention that technology is always
changing and specifying a type of weapon might lead shifts to
develop different ones with similar purposes.
      If you take each of the articles in the treaties, there is a
plethora of different ways in which states interacted with the
outlined human rights. Some states have extreme measures to
implement specific rights while others might disagree with some
of the specific important protections. As a nation with a heavy
emphasis on human rights such as maternal and paternal leave
or workplace equality some might suggest specifying the
wording or adding more specific clauses to add to the
affectability of the treaties. Others might find less specific
wording more preferable as they would have the liberty to
interpret the meaning within the ideas of their country to a
certain extent. 
 Delegates are expected to review the articles in these two
treaties and then reflect on how their country relates to the
treaty’s suggestions. For example, if your country has cultural
values that limit the rights of women you might suggest
removing it from the agreement or changing the wording to
make it more agreeable to your values. If your country has a
heavy emphasis on the right to education, you might suggest
strengthening the clause to include methods to increase global
education and information.
 While writing this, the delegate should keep in mind the state of
global affairs. If their country is currently engaged in a civil war,
they might suggest methods to ensure peace and safety or
sovereignty. If your nation is battling for global hegemony, you
might suggest articles that help you gain a stronghold over the
international community and allow more flexibility on the global
scale. All of this must be done in a way that still obtains support
from the rest of the world as the treaty needs to pass in order to
have any real impact. This means that while it might be
convenient for your country to declare ownership of nuclear
property as a human right, it might not garner support from the
rest of the delegates making your proposal useless. 
     During committee, delegates will be expected to take the
treaties and change, modify, or remove the writing in order to
align with the values of their country and their bloc. This
committee is meant to be treated as the real GA in which these
treaties were written and should use the same formatting as the
original treaties in order to keep this trend. In choosing this
topic, delegates should consider the human rights that they find
important and push for them in their resolution papers. They
should provide unique ideas regarding specificity, additional
rights, or lack thereof and argue them effectively in debate. 
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What legislation has your country currently (1960-1970) passed
regarding human rights? 
Does your country have any practices or issues that might
conflict with the human rights outlined in the original
treaties? How could you modify them to prevent your country
from violating any rights? 
How has the ideological battle between capitalism and
communism affected your country? What are your
relationships like with other nations because of this? 
How can you garner support for your idea from other
countries? 
What could you add or remove from the treaty that might
benefit your country in other ways such as economically or
politically outside the bounds of specific human rights? 
How have these treaties affected the global atmosphere? How
does this change your opinion on how it should be written?
(This is a guiding question, however you cannot reference
anything that occurred before the time of the GA) 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER: 
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     To increase state agreeability, the ICCPR is the only one of the
two treaties that have an enforcement body. This body is known
as the United Nations Human Rights Committee. This committee
consists of 18 experts that are unaffiliated with their respective
countries that oversee that those states abide by the treaty. This
is accomplished by states submitting periodic reports about their
nation, then the states are reviewed and questioned by the
committee. They are then provided with suggestions by the
committee on legislation that should be passed to better enact
the treaty. 
      This committee has run into a series of issues. To start, many
states fail to submit a report of their country, since there is no
way to hold these states accountable for not submitting a report,
they are able to just avoid these reviews altogether and continue
to not abide by the treaty. Furthermore, the state can lie in the
treaty about the affairs of their country as well, as they can leave
out specific issues. Since the review is meant to be directed at
the report itself the committee can scarcely bring up issues
within the state that might be violating the treaty. These factors
have essentially made the committee weak in enforcement
leading for the treaty to be viewed as more of a recommendation
than a keeper of peace. 
     There is some weight from the international community
regarding the treaty, as the treaties are meant to highlight
internationally accepted human rights (meaning that a violation
of the treaty signifies a state's disregard for human rights). This
can lead to pressure from the international community to
conform to the treaty, but the UN has little impact on this
pressure, essentially meaning it is between states to enforce
these human rights and recognize if others are violating them.
Some countries feel that this is a violation of privacy and is a
national affair while others believe human rights are universal
and extend past the bounds of state lines or cultural practices.
These states feel that there should be more substantive
measures to enforce human rights, while other nations feel that
it is more appropriate to leave it up to the international
community as nations have more freedom in the activities of
their country. 
      For this committee, states will be writing “for the first time”
the ICESCR and the ICCPR treaties. This topic is focused on the
specific enforcement of these treaties internationally. Delegates
will be expected to take on the stance of their respective
countries and debate on the most efficient means of
enforcement for these treaties. For some countries with a larger
emphasis on the human rights mentioned in the treaty they
might suggest a more effective way to enforce the treaties
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internationally to hold states accountable for their actions. For
countries who might disagree with some aspects of the
committee they might suggest the removal of an enforcing body
altogether and stress the importance of international
individuality and sovereignty. It is recommended that delegates
investigate how their state has interacted with the current body
after its formation in order to adopt a stance on it. However,
since this committee is taking place during the actual writing of
these treaties’ delegates cannot bring up their state’s
interactions with the committee as they have yet to happen.
Delegates should also keep in mind that they need to secure the
approval of the other nations in committee to have their
resolution passed. That means anti-democratic states or
democratic states will not have the majority they need unless
they garner support from the other nations. The challenge is to
come up with a solution that is favorable to your country while
also being able to sell your idea to countries with largely different
ideologies than you. By understanding your country's current
stance on their preferred form of government and their local
legislation on human rights, delegates should be prepared to
defend the interests of their country to the international
community. 
      This topic is placed second; however, it can be discussed in
any order. However, it is notable to mention that if the first topic
is discussed second if your nation agrees to a governing body,
they will be held more accountable for the new human rights
decided by the GA and might be at a disadvantage in the future. 
     Delegates will be expected to bring unique ideas for how the
treaty should be governed internationally. It would be useful to
research their current state legislative and judicial structures and
maybe utilize court systems or law-making practices common to
their culture. If for example, the state operates with a weak
judicial structure, they might disapprove of a strict international
court and push for an alternative such as no governing body or
simply a written agreement by nations. Other nations with
stricter government systems might push for a body that enforces
laws more regularly and upholds their countries values. In both
ends it is important to keep in mind that states are currently
engaged in an ideological battle. A stricter body might violate
their privacy or be used as a tool to remove power or shame
them internationally. Delegates should effectively debate a
unique way to enforce the treaties and garner support for their
requests when writing or rewording the document. 
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How does your country's government currently operate?
Legislative, Judicial, Executive? Does your country have a
constitution that might outline these branches? How effective
are they in governing your nation? 
Do the human rights outlined in the treaties align with your
country’s values? 
Would your country be agreeable to being overseen more
closely by the international community? Do you abide by the
rights outlined in the treaties or would you be called out for
mistreatment? How can you avoid this happening?  
How has the ideological battle between capitalism and
communism affected your country? What are your
relationships like with other nations because of this? 
What is a good solution to the enforcement section of these
treaties that your country would approve of? (For ex., a body
that requires monetary contributions for failed compliance, or
a removal of an overseeing body altogether) 
How can you garner support for this idea from other
countries? 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER
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Australia 
China
Cuba
Brazil 
France
Italy
Mexico
Poland
Belgium
Croatia
Albania
Argentina 
United Kingdom
Portugal 
Serbia
Paraguay
Czechoslovakia
Japan
North Korea
South Korea 
West Germany
East Germany 
Hungary 
Turkey
United States
USSR
Vietnam 

Positions
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