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1. Presidents’ Letter 

Dear global leaders, 

It is a great privilege for both of us to be your presidents for the 18th version of the 

CCBMUN in the Global Leaders’ Summit. We are Maria José Salgado and Julián Torres, 

both of us are 17 years old and we are currently in 12th grade at Colegio Colombo 

Británico. Welcome to CCBMUN XVIII and GLS! 

We enjoy new challenges and we hope you do so this is why we have decided to take on 

this fairly recent commission known as GLS. GLS is a commission created with the 

purpose of breaking conflicts of time, by gathering leaders from all around the world 

and from all human history, from Aristotle to Trump. By using such a variety of both time 

and place, the commission encompasses a larger range of perspectives, meaning that 

delegates will not only have the chance to expand their knowledge, but also to acquire 

skills that will be useful later in life. 

In this commission, you will have the chance to impersonate a global leader. We 

understand that impersonating a leader (who might or might not be well-known) is a 

challenge, but we are sure that, with good preparation and clarity about your leader’s 

main ideals, you will be successful in this commission. We expect a lot from you. We are 

happy to know that our generation is encouraging itself to understand the world and its 

affairs better, in order to make a positive impact, and to find certain solutions for local 

and worldwide issues. 

As an upper school commission, we expect delegates to have an active position 

throughout the debate, along with the critical thinking and creative skills to find viable 

solutions for global issues, seeking the well-being of the world’s future. We highly 

recommend you read the guide thoroughly to understand its contents completely, as 

well as developing research into your leader’s way of understanding the world. You also 

need to consider other leaders’ perspectives on the topics of the committee. 

Finally, we would like to highlight that the most important thing is to enjoy this 

experience and learn from it. Feel free to contact us through the commission’s email in 

case you have any questions or doubts about content or procedure. Remember that as 

your presidents, we are present to assist you in achieving outstanding results in the 

model, so don’t be afraid to let us know if you have any difficulty. 

Best regards, 

Maria José Salgado 

Julián Torres 

Global Leader Summit Presidents – CCBMUN XVIII 
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2. Commission Information 

 

i. History 

This year, GLS is once again part of the CCBMUN, for the fourth time. It has been highly 

successful since its inception, and attracts delegates who want to challenge themselves 

beyond the usual workings of an MUN commission.  Considering the issue of COVID-19 

and all of the side problems that have arisen, and also the way in which leaders have 

acted upon such issues, history has been proven to repeat itself, to a certain extent. In 

other words, there is a need to know our past in order to understand our present and 

to build our future. Perspectives, along with historical events, also tend to repeat 

themselves, therefore in this committee significant figures and leaders of both the past 

and present will find that they have more in common than they might have imagined. 

This commission was created so delegates could experience a different MUN structure, 

through the union of leaders across centuries to discuss current issues. 

History is a crucial part of society, and is often a good place to find answers to conflicts; 

although these conflicts might not be exactly the same, humankind has confronted 

similar situations over the centuries. History will help us understand what we need to 

do and what we shouldn’t do. A recent example is pandemics; this year humankind has 

been affected by COVID-19, but in previous centuries people have faced other 

pandemics such as Spanish Flu and the Black Death. Such events have helped 

governments and people understand what procedures must be followed and what 

actions should definitely not be applied. 

The commission will help delegates to explore certain ideologies that might give an 

answer or explanation to present-day issues, Leaders may range from the ancient, such 

as Alexander the Great, to more modern leaders such as Winston Churchill, mixed in 

with current leaders. The leaders we have chosen have had an important impact on their 

society, either positive or negative. GLS brings the opportunity not only for political 

figures to be present, but also for philosophers and ideologists. 

You need to research the actions and ideologies of your leaders, and to address the 

topics of the debate in the way in which your leader would approach them. This 

commission is ideal for those interested in a political, historical and philosophical 

debate. 

ii. Structure 

The Global Leaders’ Summit rather than being composed of delegations, is constituted 

of global leaders from various periods of time. This difference from other commissions 

makes GLS special and unique. Another difference is that delegates have the opportunity 
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to debate in a first person position rather than a third person position.  To ensure equity 

and range of ideologies and opinions, GLS includes leaders from all around the world 

and from different periods of time.  

GLS has the distinction of being a commission where leaders, no matter the time they 

lived in, will be up to date with what is happening around the world and what has 

happened in the past. This means that, for example, a leader of an ancient empire has 

knowledge of nuclear weapons, biological circumstances the world is living in etc. 

Leaders are not expected to speak from ancient perspectives or to give ancient solutions 

to present-day problems. However, delegates are expected to stay in character and to 

defend their ideology; leaders should analyse events and the topics of the agenda in a 

way in which their leader would have addressed them. 

Leaders should use their experiences and situations they had to live in order to propose 

and find solutions to the debate. It is crucial that leaders maintain their point of view 

and personality portrayed during their time, and so their decisions must be according to 

what each one would actually do if they were alive today. 

 

iii. Special Procedures  

 

GLS has its own special procedure when it comes to parliamentary language. Usually, in 

all of the commissions, delegates represent a country in which they are expected to 

speak in the third person and to avoid mentioning a delegation directly. GLS has the 

particularity that you are allowed to speak in the first person such as “I believe” or “I 

think”, and you have the capability to refer directly to a specific world leader by name 

during the debate. 

By giving the chance of the first person intervention, GLS sparks the idea of the real 

aspect of a global summit, where presidents or other leaders join and debate from their 

ideals; leaders talk in their own style and do not speak in such a diplomatic way as in 

conventional commissions. However, leaders must be respectful during each 

intervention, which must always be related to the topic of discussion. 

Other parliamentary procedures including motions, points of information, and points of 

personal privilege remain the same as in any other commission of the model. 

Subsequently, GLS will maintain the regular procedure of a commission with the 

exception of parliamentary language. Resolutions will not be structured by a resolution 

paper due to the lack of delegations, instead leaders must write guidelines. 

During the guidelines process, blocks will come together and create their 

recommendations through a step-by-step process of actions that should happen in 

order to solve each topic. These guidelines must work in a way that allows better 
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governance in the future. Guidelines are divided into two sections.  In the first section, 

leaders write specific guidelines regarding how to resolve the topic being discussed 

(these guidelines must be specific in locations, quantities, time, etc.). In the second 

section, leaders must create a guideline framework that will help tackle any similar case 

that might arise in the future. 

In reference to the portfolio, leaders must send 4 documents. The first document is the 

biography of their leader, which must contain biographical information about the 

leader, ideologies, and any other particular information with the purpose of highlighting 

useful details about the leader’s ideas and life that will help later on during the debate. 

The second document is the position paper which presents the investigation of each 

topic; delegates are expected to include the topic of discussion with the leader’s 

thoughts on the issue and possible solutions (we highly recommend you answer the 

guiding questions separately). The third and fourth documents are the opening speeches 

for each topic of the agenda, the structure for the opening speeches are the same as 

any other commission. 

 

iv. Bibliography 

Adapted from: CCBMUN XVII Global Leaders’ Summit Commission Guide 2018 by Juan 

Pablo Saa & Juanita Bedoya 

Adapted from: CCBMUN XVII Global Leaders’ Summit Commission Guide 2019 by 

Nathalie Arboleda & Paula Riascos 

 

KEY TERMS 

● Legitimacy: The rightful authority of an actor based on the approval of the 

majority.  The leader has the right to govern. 

 

● Sovereignty: A state’s independence, its control over a territory and its ability to 

govern itself 

 

● Globalisation: “Globalization is a process of interaction and integration among the 

people, companies, and governments of different nations, a process driven by 

international trade and investment and aided by information technology. This 

process has effects on the environment, on culture, on political systems, on 

economic development and prosperity, and on human physical well-being in 

societies around the world.” 
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● National security: “National security has been described as the ability of a state to 

cater for the protection and defence of its citizenry. Makinda’s definition of security 

fits into this confine of national security.” (UN, 2020). 

● Interdependence: “The concept of interdependence most often refers to the 

mutual reliance between and among groups, organisations, geographic areas 

and/or states for access to resources that sustain living arrangements. Often, this 

mutual reliance is economic (such as trade), but can also have a security dimension 

(such as defence arrangements) and, increasingly, a sustainability dimension (such 

as environmental treaties). Globalization has increased interdependence, while 

often changing the relationships of power among the various actors engaged in 

global politics.” 

 

● Development: “Development is a sustained increase in the standard of living and 

well-being of a level of social organisation. Many consider it to involve increased 

income; better access to basic goods and services; improvements in education, 

health care and public health; well-functioning institutions; decreased inequality; 

reduced poverty and unemployment; and more sustainable production and 

consumption patterns.” 

 

● Power: “Power can be seen as an ability to effect change and, rather than being 

viewed as a unitary or independent force, is as an aspect of relations among people 

functioning within a social organisation.”  

● Internal Relations: “The study of the relations of states with each other and with 

international organisations and certain subnational entities” (Encyclopedia 

Britannica, n.d) 

 

● Liberalism: “Liberalism, political doctrine that takes protecting and enhancing the 

freedom of the individual to be the central problem of politics. Liberals typically 

believe that government is necessary to protect individuals from being harmed by 

others, but they also recognize that government itself can pose a threat to liberty” 

(Encyclopedia Britannica, n.d) 

 

● Realism: “Realism, set of related theories of international relations that 

emphasizes the role of the state, national interest, and military power in world 

politics.”   (Encyclopedia Britannica, n.d) 

 

(Please see topic 2 for more examples of liberalism and realism) 

 

 

https://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary/enhancing
https://www.britannica.com/topic/individualism
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3. Topic 1: Is it possible to have a single set of Universal Human Rights? 

 
Cultural Relativism: Some people argue that the desire for a single set for universal 
rules and global human rights clashes with cultural, ethnic and religious values. 
 

The notion of cultural relativism challenges universalism by suggesting that human 

rights are defined by the immediate local culture and values, rather than by a global set 

of universal values.  

 

Cultural relativism goes beyond human rights, it also encompasses personal beliefs, 

values, and practices. 

 

In GLS, leaders will be challenged by each other’s cultural relativism. The idea of this 

commission is that every single leader uses their perspective and knowledge as power. 

Be clear and direct about what the leader you represent wants, even if no other leader 

supports this ideology.  Your job is to attract others to your way of thinking! 

“A genuine leader is not a searcher for consensus but a molder of consensus”  

                                       (Martin Luther King Jr. from The Domestic Impact of War, 1967 

 

i. History/Context 

“Whereas recognition of the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of 

all members of the human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the 

world…  

Whereas it is essential to promote the development of friendly relations between 

nations…  

Whereas the peoples of the United Nations have in the Charter reaffirmed their faith in 

fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person and in the 

equal rights of men and women and have determined to promote social progress and 

better standards of life in larger freedom…  

Now, Therefore THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY proclaims THIS UNIVERSAL DECLARATION 

OF HUMAN RIGHTS as a common standard of achievement for all peoples and all 

nations…” 

-Preamble of the Universal Declarations of Human Rights 

Link of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-

human-rights/ 

https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
https://www.un.org/en/universal-declaration-human-rights/
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Article 18: Everyone has the right of freedom of thought conscience and religion…  to 

manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice, worship and observance.  

Now, leaders, ask yourself: What happens if that religion or that belief of an X or Y 

community overlaps with another article of the Universal Declaration of Humans Rights? 

Does that mean that that Article wouldn’t be considered for that specific community? 

Would that be unfair with the rest? Unjust? 

The Universal Declaration of Humans Rights is the closest thing we have regarding a 

“universal set of rules”.  Yet, Article 18 dilutes that Universalism and transforms it into 

a flexible agreement. 

So, can it be considered a failure of universality?  

The Universal Declaration of Humans Rights took around three years to be drafted and 

it was published in 1948, a few years after World War II ended and the United Nations 

was established. The mission of the Universal Declaration of Humans Rights was to 

protect every human being from situations similar to the ones perpetrated by the 

previous Nazi regime. Basically, what the Universal Declarations of Humans Rights did 

was to put onto paper all the rights that have become part of the jurisprudence in 

civilized nations. 

The questions here to answer are: 

Is it important to have a single set of Universal Humans Rights? 

Is it possible to have a single set of Universal Humans Rights? 

If yes, what does it take to make one? Engineer masters? Few Articles? Broad 

vocabulary? 

Or should the solution be to have a single and united culture for all?  

Or even … What if there were no Universal Humans Rights? 

 

ii. Current Situation 

The main challenge to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights is culture. For instance, 

different people around the globe have different beliefs and ideologies that not 

everyone would understand. For example, someone from a “western” cultural 

background wouldn’t understand why the honour of the family is more important than 

the life of family members for some cultures, or why the tribe that you come from 

determines your social level in society. Placing yourself in the shoes of others is not an 

easy task, hence, it is difficult to judge a specific culture or tradition from an outsider's 

perspective.  
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Taking this point into account, it would be more logical for each culture to have its own 

set of human rights, as not all cultures fit into the same box. Yet, by not having a basic 

set of fundamental rights, this would imply that any action is justified, as long as the 

culture permits it. Some people would argue that it is wrong to have a universal set of 

rules to follow if they challenge and go against a specific culture’s beliefs. However, if 

there are no universal human rights, how are we supposed to control human nature? 

Right now, in our globalized world the most common way of challenging the declaration 

of human rights is by arguing that the practice is a tradition (and sometimes even 

heritage): 

Stinging ants / Amazon Indigenous groups: This common tradition in various indigenous 

groups consists of placing the hands 

inside some gloves filled with the most 

painful biting ants in the world. This is 

done not once, but 20 times. 

Furthermore, it is usually done to 

young boys when they are 

transitioning to adulthood. Being able 

to do such a thing is a rite of passage 

to becoming a grown man. Upholding 

this tradition means a violation of 

various human rights, some of which are: article number 1, all free and equal; article 

number 2, no discrimination; article number 7, no torture; amongst others. 

 

Female genital mutilation / Africa:  Female genital mutilation is a method in which 

female genitals are modified without any 

medical basis, and often by untrained surgeons 

in unsanitary conditions. It is also known as 

circumcision in women. Young girls (up to the 

age of 15) are placed in serious harmful 

situations leading to short and long term health 

issues, and even to death in some cases. 

It is most known for being practiced in traditional African cultures. It is done for social 

acceptance, religion, male satisfaction, and virginity protection.  Women are not allowed 

to have sexual pleasure in these societies, and their genital region is stitched up so that 

they cannot have intercourse until they are married. 

However, this practice in many countries, such as the UK, is considered illegal as it 

presents a deep gender inequality, which creates violation towards the female gender. 

Apart from this, female genital mutilation contributes to violations to a sanitary lifestyle. 

(National Geographic 2011) 

(Equality Now, 2020) 
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The examples mentioned are only two examples of different cultural backgrounds that 

challenge the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Some other examples are 

extremist religious groups within religions such as Islam, which believe that different 

doctrines shouldn’t exist, thus creating terrorist actions that harm specific groups 

against others who do not share their beliefs or way of following the religion. Arranged 

marriages and the death penalty are also examples of situations that go against the 

declaration, and there are many more examples, many of which affect the rights of 

women and girls. 

By having a universal set of human rights, the idea is that each global citizen is protected 

for their basic needs in terms of health, safety and happiness.  However, to achieve this 

on a global basis means that some cultural practices would be lost.  The question is, what 

is more important - keeping up traditions which give identity and coherence to a culture, 

or losing part of our cultural heritage in order to protect the human rights of all citizens?  

Is it possible to have one set of universal human rights, or should each culture be able 

to have their own, according to their beliefs and practices?  What happens when the 

universal set of human rights clashes with cultural practices? 

Key points of the debate 

● Cultural relativism and its veracity  

● Actual case studies 

● Modification of the Universal Declaration of Humans Rights  

● Modification of cultural traditions 

● Balance between cultural heritage and human rights 

● Tackling ingrained belief systems which go against human rights 

● Education as a path to universal human rights 

 

iii. Participating Organisms 

 United Nations 

o Security Council 

o Human Rights Council 

o World Health Organization 

 The United Nations Research Institute for Social Development -  UNRI 

 

 

iv. Guiding Questions 

1. What is your leader’s perspective regarding the importance of cultural heritage? 

2. Should different perspectives and ideologies be allowed within a society, or only 

yours and that of your government? Why? 
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3. According to your leader´s ideology, should culture be adapted to fit in with the 

UDHR, or should the UDHR be adapted to fit in with each society's culture?  

4. Can cultural traditions that violate the UDHR be considered acceptable? 

5. Does Article 18 undermine the rest of the articles in the UDHR? 

6. Should education be used as a tool to strengthen the UDHR? 
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4. Topic 2: Can the United Nations ever be truly effective? 

 
 

Some of the perspectives that need to be taken into account are the following:  

Realism: (Realist thinkers believe that power is the key element to get what they want). 

“Realism, set of related theories of international relations that emphasizes the role of 

the state, national interest, and military power in world politics.”  

(Britannica, n.d.) 

Classical realism → The original belief that competition is naturally inside a human 

being. This natural competition is reflected in states. This competition is the cause of 

conflicts; on an international scale, it is the source of international conflicts.  Thinkers 

believe that international organs, such as the UN, are destined to fail. 

Neo realism → Influences on humans from foreign policies. The absence of global 

authority leads to the creation of anarchical structures in international politics.  

Offensive realism → States maximize their power in order to have control over their 

territories but also to influence the international community. With this, it is believed 

that states achieve security: through domination and hegemony.  

Hegemony: “Hegemony, as understood here, entails legitimated rule by 

dominant power. It prevails when supreme force governs society ‘top-

down’ in ways that affect people positively. Hegemony combines: 

concentrated control of material resources; Leadership in setting societal 

rules; and mind-sets which convince people that the dominant power 

rules in their interests. So, crucially, hegemony involves legitimacy, 

whereby the dominated embrace their domination.” (Scholte, 2019) 

Defensive realism → Uses defence mechanism against anarchical structures. Argues 

that the anarchical structures create reserved policies in order to protect state security. 

They seek to maximize the protection of the state. 

Liberalism: (Commonly liberalism thinkers are known for believing in international 

peace, in other words, they are those who believe that the United Nations work).  

“Liberalism in politics is associated with non-authoritarianism, the rule of law, 

constitutional government with limited powers, and the guarantee of civil and political 

liberties...In economic terms, liberalism is associated with an unplanned economy with 

free and competitive markets, as well as private ownership and control of productive 

resources.”  

(Oxford Research Encyclopaedias). 
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Classical liberalism → believe that international peace is brought by free trade. 

It can be simply described by the belief on free trade, limited government, and 

anti-capitalists. 

Neoliberalism → Laissez Faire. The belief of “freer” economic policies. 

 

i. History/Context 

A great debate has risen between many nations and non-governmental organisations 

about how we can develop and make the world a better place for future generations, 

which is the main purpose of the United Nations. However, certain nations and leaders 

believe that organizations like the United Nations are an obstacle to seeking the best for 

their country and their citizens.  This is because of aspects of the organization's policy, 

ideology, equality and ideological bias. Through international relations, nations gain a 

greater level of development, both through government and non-government 

connections, but the question is, how much do these connections actually contribute to 

a nation’s future? 

Interdependence is a concept which many countries have relied on to be able to gain 

growth and consequent development. The quest to be the so called “best country” 

depends widely on those who govern it, and numerous contrasting perspectives on how 

to achieve it have been put forward. Cases such as North Korea, where Kim Jong-Un 

insists on the almost complete isolation of the country, are rare. Many nations, such as 

Colombia or Afghanistan, receive military and economic foreign aid from the United 

States, or have some help from other 

nations to advance their development. 

In addition, other countries ask for help 

from the United Nations or from other 

organisations in order to progress.  

Colombia can be used as an example 

again when, with the help of the UN, a 

peace treaty process was carried out.  

The UN also helps with the aid given by 

the Blue Helmets during armed conflicts in order to give protection and shelter to 

innocent civilians and war victims. 

Realists believe that aid from outside organizations won’t bring enough help, or even 

any help, for their country to be able to develop and to progress. This leads to the denial 

of such institutions, causing certain disagreements and controversies in their 

international relations. On the other hand, liberals believe that in order to develop and 

make both a nation and the world a better place, the interference of the state should 

(Kaltenecker & Szymanski, 2019) 
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be limited, leading to the idea of international non-governmental organizations to help 

nations with a certain amount of objectivity about a particular situation. 

Many nations rely on international relations in order to be a “better nation” or, in other 

cases, they rely on such organizations to be able to make their society more organized 

and “civilized”, in order to fulfil the 

articles of the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights. Direct international 

relations between governments allow 

a country to get something it lacks 

through exchange, being able to 

develop and gain resources without 

any interference from third party non-

governmental organizations. 

However, trust placed between 

nations can be difficult to build and maintain, due to the fact that these types of relations 

and aid between countries can also be used as a tool for manipulation, usually by nations 

with more power over those with less power;  it is here that global organizations like the 

UN may intervene, with the intention of preventing this type of situation and  other 

further issues between nations. 

Interdependence allows nations to develop through mutual aid, opening the door for 

both countries to reach development and to come to agreements, but these relations 

may increase the competition between different countries to be the “better nation”. 

This competition to become a better nation has a background of governments 

interfering in other nations’ activities when they are in need, or when they desire to 

have more; this might take the form of exploiting other countries’ goods or natural and 

human resources. These governments use their international relations as a justification 

to intervene in the running of other countries whenever they desire. Thus, countries use 

help from non-governmental organizations to progress and develop, preventing an 

interference of a nation which might change the course of a nation based on a personal 

interest. 

Liberals tend to seek the greater good through a teamwork approach or with the help 

of non-governmental organizations which, in this case, comes through the international 

community. Interconnections are made to form alliances so that a nation can develop, 

which is one of the main purposes of the United Nations, for example. The belief in 

greatness, spontaneous social order, mutual respect, toleration, non-aggression, 

cooperation, and voluntary exchange between free people, is the main goal of non-

governmental organizations. Their view of power is of least importance when it comes 

to the greater good of citizens and society. Leaders such as James Mill and Adam Smith 

respect the idea of a better society through international relationships and cooperation. 

(Langton, 2019) 
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On the other hand, realists, among them Carl Von Clausewitz and Niccolo Machiavelli, 

believe that war and competition are the key to a country's development, and the 

interference of these organizations to prevent such acts won’t supply any aid, increasing 

the idea that such organizations shouldn’t exist and don’t work. Interdependence, 

through a realist’s eyes, becomes a tool for manipulation for the other nation to get 

what is desired from your own.  Since, from a realistic perspective, the main goal of any 

nation is self-interest, prioritizing first and foremost national security, the need of an 

external organization to control or act as a mediator isn’t worth it for the nation, but 

may even be considered a threat for the nation’s goals and interests. 

ii. Current Situation 

In recent years, there has been an increase in international relations. Such relationships 

have proven to humanity that interdependence can help a country’s development up to 

a certain point. Certain events have caused nations to form stronger international 

relations, for example during the COVID-19 pandemic, with the goal of fighting together 

to find a cure.  However, this pandemic has also created a certain level of tension 

between nations, for example, about who is to blame and who is stealing whose medical 

research, leading to fights and the need of non-governmental organizations, such as the 

World Health Organization (WHO), to intervene 

Cases that have illustrated whether non-governmental organizations are effective or 

not: 

COVID-19 Pandemic Outbreak (2019 - 2020) 

 

 

Currently the world is living a critical historical moment where we have been affected 

by the COVID-19 pandemic, both economically and socially. This pandemic has led 

countries to unite with the sole purpose of finding a cure and thus ending the quarantine 

restrictions and ultimately recovering every nation's economy. Countries have worked 

at a medical level to share research in the attempt to make a vaccine. 

(WorldoMeter, n.d) 
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On the other hand, many countries have decided to close borders and prevent anyone 

from either leaving or entering the nation, which has caused certain disagreements 

between nations which usually share goods and services across open borders, such as in 

the European Union. The president of the United States, blamed the World Health 

Organization for the bad management of the pandemic and withdrew funding for the 

organization as the pandemic worsened in his own country. 

Israeli Occupation (1948 - Now) 

 

 

The Israeli occupation of Palestine is a situation in which the effectiveness of the United 

Nations has been demonstrated.  The UN has constantly helped citizens throughout the 

armed conflict and the refugee crisis, which started with the creation of the Jewish state 

in 1948.  Since that time, around 15,000 Palestinians have died and another 750,000 out 

of a population of around 1.9 million have been found in need of shelter in refugee 

camps far from their home. Just between 2000 and 2014, around 8,000 Palestinians and 

Israelis have died.  The UN is the only provider of basic necessities that many Palestinians 

receive at the moment. 

However, the United Nations, an organization which works for world peace, has not 

been able to resolve the conflict over these lands. Although it supposedly controls this 

type of crisis, it has found itself in a position where it hasn’t been able to help both 

nations reach any lasting agreements, and both Palestine and Israel have concluded that 

the United Nations is a powerless and worthless organization in this crisis.  Part of the 

reason for this is that certain countries on the Security Council (which deals with conflict 

resolution) have the power of veto over decisions that are made, meaning that 

agreements and proposals have to be discarded.  

(TRTWold, 2018) 



 
 
 

 
 
 

GLS 

In general, it is important to consider the fact that resolving conflicts between nations 

can lead to controversial decisions. Nations in a conflict take sides; usually those who 

were helped by the UN consider it to be a necessary and useful organization, whereas 

those whom United Nations actions have left worse off consider the organization to be 

ineffective. 

Kyoto Protocol (1997 - 2005) 

 

 

On a more positive note, the United Nations, along with other organizations, has made 

important and impacting changes to the world and its future.  The Kyoto protocol, 

launched by the United Nations 

Framework Convention on Climate 

Change, is an example of a successful 

campaign. The protocol has 

successfully committed 

industrialized economies and 

countries in transition to limit and 

reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

The Kyoto Protocol has become a 

great success and gives people 

reason to believe that such organizations indeed bring positive change and have a 

positive impact on nations in order to develop and to give younger generations a better 

place to live. According to information submitted by different countries, between 1990 

and 2012, the original Kyoto Protocol parties reduced their CO2 emissions by 12.5% 

which surpassed the target of 4.7% for 2012. These types of conventions prove that 

working together at a global level brings more benefits and progress to all societies, 

compared with nations working in isolation.  

(UNFCCC, n.d) 

(Circular Ecology, 2015) 
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Key points of the debate 

● Realism vs. Liberalism 

● National interests vs. international interests 

● Balance between sovereignty of a nation and interdependence and 

development 

● Trust between one government and another, and its effect on future 

relations 

● Understanding of development, and how it can vary in perspectives 

● Repercussions of interdependence 

● Actual case studies 

  

iii. Participating Organisms 

 United Nations 

○ Security Council 

 International Monetary Fund 

 World Trade Organisation 

 North Atlantic Treaty Organisation - NATO 

 Union of South American Nations - USAN 

 

iv. Guiding Questions 

1. Does your leader have a realist or liberalist outlook? 

2. What is the best way to achieve development according to your leader? 

3. What is your leader’s perspective on international relations? 

4. Does your leader agree that there are benefits to interdependence, 

considering that it affects sovereignty? 

5. How has your leader interacted with the UN? (if applicable) 

6. What contributions have global non-governmental organizations brought 

to your leader’s territory, if any? 

7. How much do international relations impact the long-term development 

of a nation? 

8. To what point does relying on another government put at risk or benefit 

a nation? 
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