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SPECPOL	

Introduction 

Letter from the Chair: 

Greetings delegates! 

Welcome to EagleMUNC VIII! My name is Pearson Love and I’m incredibly 

excited to be your chair for SPECPOL this year. I am a sophomore at Boston College, 

majoring in International Studies and Islamic Civilization with a concentration in 

Theology. I’m from Chicago, the city (not the suburbs), and I’m enthusiastic about the 

Cubs and finding the best Chicago style hot dog. I am passionate about the future role 

of the United Nations, not only providing for those in need around the world, but also in 

creating a global forum and environment for cooperation between nations, even in 

times of conflict. I even had the chance to intern with UN Women in Chicago this 

summer! 

As a result of my fascination with the United Nations, I joined Model UN my 

freshman year of high school and have been involved ever since. I chaired many times 

in high school and last year served as a vice chair for the Roman Senate at EagleMUNC. 

Outside of MUN, I am an editor on Kaleidoscope, the Boston College International 

Studies Journal; I participate in BCMUN, the Boston College competitive Model UN 

team; and I am a member of the College Democrats. I also spend a significant amount 

of my time watching YouTube videos, especially Bon Appetit, Vox and Vice, and 

reading the New York Times. 

I’m incredibly excited for the topics we have chosen for you this year, especially 

because they are so relevant to contemporary issues that people are facing around the 
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globe. As a lover of maps and geography, I am excited to see how the first topic will 

allow you to use the power of the UN to resolve territorial disputes, and maybe even 

create a framework to solve future issues without the need for conflict. The second 

topic will allow you to explore the importance of free and fair elections around the 

world, which most scholars and statesmen agree are essential to a peaceful society but 

have been incredibly difficult to implement in many nations, leading to conflict and 

struggle. Lastly, it is essential that the United Nations addresses the roles that its 

peacekeepers, an arm of the UN created in the 1940s, play in our constantly changing 

contemporary society, especially with increased technology and worldwide visibility of 

peacekeeping operations. I am very excited to see how each of you are able to 

represent the interests of your own nation, while maintaining cooperative relationships 

with others. We have been working for the past year to create a simulation which 

allows each of you all to truly enjoy yourselves and create real solutions to concrete 

issues regardless of the competitive nature of MUN. If your research and preparation 

raises any questions, please feel free to reach out to me through email and I will be 

happy to assist you. If not, good luck and I look forward to seeing you soon! 

 

Best, 

Pearson Love 
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Historical Background 

 The United Nations General Assembly Fourth Committee, also known as the 

Special Political and Decolonization Committee (SPECPOL), was formed in 1992 through 

the General Assembly Resolution 47/233 as the UN attempted to revitalize its mission 

and goals around the globe through the creation of committees under the larger 

umbrella of the General Assembly.1 SPECPOL was preceded by the Special Committee 

on Decolonization, which was tasked with implementing the 1960 Declaration on 

Granting Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.2 As states slowly shed their 

colonial pasts and became independent, SPECPOL was created to widen the scope of 

the UN’s decolonization mission. SPECPOL contains several reporting bodies, one of 

them being the Special Committee on Decolonization; others include bodies such as the 

Committee on Peaceful Uses on Outerspace and the United Nations Scientific 

Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radiation. Today, the larger body of SPECPOL has 

five main concerns: atomic radiation, information questions, peacekeeping operations 

and special political missions, Palestinian refugees and Israeli practices, and international 

cooperation in outer space. 3  Although most states today have gained their 

independence, SPECPOL continues to be an essential organ of the General Assembly by 

adapting to contemporary issues.  

																																																								
1	General	Assembly	Resolution	47/233	
2“The	United	Nations	and	Decolonization.”	United	Nations,	United	Nations,	2018,		
3“The	GA	Handbook	.”	The	Swedish	Embassy,	The	Permanent	Mission	of	Switzerland	to	the	United	
Nations,	2017.	
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The procedure within SPECPOL follows typical GA style debate and voting, 

although it is the only committee within the GA in which petitioners from Non-Self 

Governing Territories, including civil society organizations and individuals, are permitted 

to enter and be heard throughout debate pertaining to Independence for Colonial 

Countries. This is essential given that their input is crucial to the creation and passage of 

resolutions as the body debates the fate of Non-Self-Governing Territories. Within 

SPECPOL, all resolutions are passed by consensus, except those relating to Israeli 

practices and Palestinian refugees because of their controversial nature. For the 

purposes of our committee, though, all resolutions will be adopted through voting 

procedure. Throughout the season for debate, September until November, SPECPOL 

usually adopts about 30-35 draft resolutions with a brief meeting in the spring to discuss 

peacekeeping operations.4 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

																																																								
4	Ibid		
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Topic 1: Resolving Territorial Disputes in the 21st Century 

Since humans have settled and shifted away from the hunter-gatherer lifestyle, 

there have been disputes to control precious land and resources. The earliest disputes 

were solved by brute force and even today there are wars over borders, but the United 

Nations has the ability to alleviate this through peaceful discourse between nations with 

conflicting claims before tensions spill over into violence. These disputes are especially 

difficult because nations are not necessarily willing to accept UN resolutions and terms 

of treaty when they incur a loss of territory or resources. There are also no established 

laws or precedents to address border and territorial disputes, creating a situation in 

which conflicts are often dealt with on a case-by-case basis between the parties directly 

involved, each with dramatically different interests and goals.5 Without international 

norms, conflicts quickly escalate and there is no set procedure for maintaining order and 

establishing a solution for the issue based on state sovereignty. Also, with global climate 

change and therefore rising sea levels, food insecurity and droughts, states are beginning 

to encroach on each other to maintain a safe and healthy population and economy.6 As 

such, it is essential that solutions set forward by SPECPOL attempt to not only address 

some of the current disputes throughout the globe, but also lay out future guidelines in 

order to work toward the elimination of violent disputes.  

Historical Role of the UN in Resolving Territorial Disputes 

																																																								
5	“Approaches	to	Solving	Territorial	Conflicts.”	The	Carter	Center,	May	2010.	
6	“Climate	Change	Raises	Conflict	Concerns.”	UNESCO,	8	May	2018.	
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Within the UN Charter, the United Nations emphasizes the need for the 

settlement of “international disputes by peaceful means, in such a manner that 

international peace and security and justice are not endangered.” 7 Territorial disputes, 

especially violent ones,  have risen around the world for a variety of reasons, but the UN, 

especially SPECPOL, most often deals with those in response to colonization. Since the 

creation of the United Nations in 1945, the charter has established that no people should 

be colonized by an outside power and that all have the right to self-determination. The 

charter also created the trusteeship system, under which they attempted to free the 750 

million living under a colonial power through a combination of self-determination but 

also assistance with social, economic and political development goals.8  

Since these goals were laid out and states began to experience self-

determination, there have been border disputes that the United Nations has attempted 

to moderate. As the United Nations attempted to decolonize, the colonial powers did 

not necessarily want to lose influence, leading to conflicts..9 As nation states shifted 

territory and sovereignty throughout the end of the 1940s and onward, several different 

conflicts requiring UN intervention presented themselves. The role of SPECPOL in these 

conflicts has not been to get into the incredibly specific nature of each and every conflict 

that presents itself. For precise and nuanced decisions and policies for the settlement of 

disputed regions, SPECPOL has looked towards the International Court of Justice (ICJ), 

which has been responsible for interpreting laws and conventions to apply to specific 

																																																								
7	UN	Charter	Article	2.3	
8	“The	United	Nations	and	Decolonization.”	United	Nations,	United	Nations.	
9	ibid	
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conflicts. Rather, SPECPOL has looked towards territorial conflicts and subsequent 

decisions made by the ICJ in order to create broad resolutions to future issues, not only 

thinking of solutions to the specific issue but also focusing on humanitarian, economic 

and political consequences and attempting to mitigate them.10  

For example, the 1982 UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) was 

created as an international treaty to guide actions on the sea, specifically in international 

waters and in regards to territorial sovereignty of the oceans. Before the creation of the 

convention, there was no set territory off the coast that states were able to claim, leading 

to many crises as states expanded into the oceans in order to gain territory and resources. 

Each nation followed what they believed was best, extending their territorial claim from 

3 to 200 nautical miles. Often, especially in nation-dense regions such as coastal Africa 

or Europe, these territories overlapped, leading to issues over resource sharing. Although 

these conflicts were important in helping the UN write UNCLOS, it focused on the 

broader law of all the seas, which could be applied to all conflicts. It established territorial 

waters 12 nautical miles from the coast in which a nation is sovereign  while also including 

clauses on innocent passage in order to allow for trade by sea.11  The clauses within 

UNCLOS have been referred to and used in a variety of territorial disputes since its 

inception, emphasizing the important role of the UN, especially SPECPOL, in 

establishing long lasting regulations and precedents to be used in future disputes.  

																																																								
10	Prescott,	Victor.	“Contributions	of	the	United	Nations	to	Solving	Boundary	and	Territorial	
Disputes.”	Political	Geography,	vol.	15,	no.	34,	1996,	pp.	287–318.	
11	United	Nations	Charter	on	the	Law	of	the	Sea	
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While it is important to look at the role of SPECPOL in creating lasting solutions 

for border disputes, it is also essential to work towards solving current disputes in our 

world. In the past, the UN has become involved in specific territorial disputes when they 

cause conflict between two governments or threaten the security of the people within 

the territory; although UN involvement has not always ended territorial disputes. This 

was particularly visible as colonizing governments retained their colonies, despite UN 

calls for them to exit. One such example was that of the Dutch colony in Indonesia. While 

the Indonesian people, many of them within tribes, believed they should inherit all of the 

Dutch East Indies, the Dutch believed that the previously colonized people should join 

the existing Papua New Guinea. In 1954, the UN officially inscribed Indonesia on the 

agenda, and actions quickly followed. The United Nations supported the Indonesians 

through economic sanctions against the Dutch citizens and businesses still within 

Indonesia. They also monitored negotiations between the Netherlands and Indonesians, 

which eventually led to the complete abolition of the Dutch and a new administration in 

government.12   

The case of Indonesia demonstrates the power that the United Nations can have 

within smaller, more contained crises. Not only was the United Nations itself able to 

monitor negotiations, but member states were able to come together to sanction the 

Dutch. This demonstrates the importance of cooperation and communication within the 

UN member states in order to end conflict. Although the UN is able to delegate 

																																																								
12	Prescott,	Victor	
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assistance and resources around the globe, it is eventually up to member states to step 

up and assist the UN in completing its mission around the world. 

Self Determination of Non-Self-Governing Territories 

 

The end of colonialism also led to the creation of regions with another UN 

member state as a governing power: a non-self-governing territory. Under Chapter 14 of 

the UN Charter, the UN requests that governments of these territories “recognize the 

principle that the interests of the inhabitants of these territories are paramount.''13 In 

1960, as the UN attempted to deal with the situation of colonization across the world, it 

adopted the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and 

Peoples. They declared that colonies denied fundamental human rights and world peace, 

and so all colonies had the right to self-determination. Along with this, it included clauses 

denying the previously-held worldwide belief that people without the proper 

																																																								
13	UN	Charter	Article	73	
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infrastructure for education, economy or other important areas were grounds for 

delaying the independence of a nation. Most importantly for the purposes of this topic, 

clause 5 emphasized that immediate steps were necessary to transfer the government 

to the people within Non-Self-Governing Territories.14 Even so, today there are still 17 of 

these territories, with no end in sight to the subjugation of people to an alien government. 

Many states have since argued to continue to implement the Declaration on the Granting 

of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, most recently in a meeting in May 

of 2018.15  

The Pacific Regional Seminar on Decolonization addressed the challenges of 

moving towards decolonization for the territories, especially emphasizing the need for 

them to achieve economic independence and meet the UN Sustainable Development 

Goals (SDGs). There was also stress on ensuring that governing nations were truly 

committed to creating independence for the territories. Some noted that there was 

significant foot dragging on the part of many governments who maintain territories, but 

there was no consensus on if this was a real issue, with some pointing out the benefits 

that a territory like Puerto Rico is able to gain through its relationship to the United 

States.16 It is often difficult to determine if the benefits of a relationship outweigh the 

need for independence, but the official position of the United Nations is to transition 

these territories to independence.  

																																																								
14	UN	GA	Resolution	1514	
15	“Ensuring	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	Can	Address	Challenges	Key	to	Moving	Decolonization	
Efforts	Forward.”	United	Nations,	United	Nations,	10	May	2018.	
16	Mead,	Leila.	“UN	Committee	Focuses	on	SDG	Needs	in	Non-Self-Governing	Territories.”	SDG	
Knowledge	Hub,	15	May	2018.	
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Some of the challenges facing the decolonization of these territories are 

significant. It is important to note that self-governance is impossible without economic 

independence. Nations that rely heavily on another are often unsuccessful in a transition 

to full independence because they are so closely tied to others. Although 

interdependence in trade is important, it is also essential that territories are able to 

produce their own goods and resources and provide for their people without massive aid 

from another nation. The UN has emphasized the necessity of Non-Self-Governing 

territories meeting the UN Sustainable Development Goals before being granted 

independence.  

The SDGs are a collection of 17 goals, ranging from education to clean water to 

sustainable cities. Without many of the most basic items detailed, such as clean water 

and education, it is nearly impossible for a nation to be self-sufficient. The UN has made 

it clear that meeting these economic and sustainability goals is impossible without the 

help of outside agencies and NGOs. In 2017, ECOSOC passed resolution 72/93 with the 

aim of supporting territories with “specialized agencies and international institutions.”17 

They asked the special organizations to monitor the situation in the territories, while also 

asking for assistance, especially with environmental issues, natural disasters and criminal 

activities. This resolution established important relationships with other organizations in 

order to provide assistance to territories, many of them tropical and subject to natural 

disasters; these territories often cannot afford basic resources like education and 

healthcare, let alone provide disaster relief in the event of a hurricane or tsunami. NGOs 

																																																								
17UN	Resolution	72/93	
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and other organizations have long been essential to carrying out the UN mission across 

the globe, as no one organization can be responsible for all peoples and crises around the 

world. Also essential to this resolution was clause 19, which “Recommends that 

governments intensify efforts… [of] providing assistance to the peoples of the Non-Self-

Governing Territories.” This emphasizes the importance of support from the governing 

states in providing assistance. While the UN and other organizations attempt to assist in 

any way possible, it is up to the governing nation to provide the bulk of the support for 

the nations that they have colonized. Although it may not always feel incredibly 

important for a large nation, such as the United States, to support a small island nation 

in the pacific, support from the governing countries can lead to people achieving 

independence in all areas and thus shedding their colonial past.  

 

Ongoing Disputes 

South China Sea: One major challenge that the international community has 

faced for many years, which persists today, has been the conflict in the South China Sea. 

The South China Sea, located off the coast of not only China but also Vietnam, the 
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Philippines, Malaysia, Taiwan, and Brunei is a resource rich area in Asia. The islands 

within the sea provide fishing outposts, resources and important military bases for those 

states which are able to control them. It is estimated that it contains 11 billion barrels of 

oil, 190 trillion cubic feet of natural gas and 10% of the world’s fisheries. Along with this, 

it is an important military and trade location for many states as it provides them with 

further access to ports within Asia and across the globe.18 Although a long standing 

conflict, truly beginning in 1970, in recent years China has increased its aggression in the 

region by increasing the size of islands, building new ones and setting up naval and air 

force bases throughout the sea. They have also conducted tests of antiship missiles in 

the sea, seemingly attempting to threaten nearby states. This has not only directly 

challenged the nations with claims to the sea, but has threatened the $3.37 trillion in 

trade that has passed through the sea since 2016, especially the 40% of worldwide gas 

that has been shipped through.19  

																																																								
18	Ellis,	Sam,	director.	Why	China	Is	Building	Islands	in	the	South	China	Sea.	Vox,	17	Feb.	2017.	
		
19	“Territorial	Disputes	in	the	South	China	Sea.”	Council	on	Foreign	Relations,	Council	on	Foreign	
Relations,	17	July	2019.	
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The main issue in the South China Sea involves the concept of an Exclusive 

Economic Zone (EEZ), with the EEZs of the globe shown above. Created by UNCLOS, an 

EEZ is a zone stretching 200 nautical miles from a nation’s coast, which the country can 

utilize for energy production, marine resources, and natural resources such as oil. When 

nations have overlapping EEZs, states are responsible for delineating the boundary. This 

can become an issue when a zone includes natural resources and important military 

bases, as is the case in the South China Sea.20 At the heart of the debate is China’s 

argument that they have historical claim to the area from their 15th century naval 

expeditions. Although UNCLOS clearly lays out the EEZs, there have been instances in 

which these are shifted to include a nation’s historical claim, which China has attempted 

to benefit from in this case. China has arbitrarily drawn the “9 dash line” in the sea to 

delineate where they believe their claim is legitimate, which accounts for about 90% of 

the sea, including the Spratly Islands. One of the major conflicts within the sea is over the 

Spratly Islands. Situated in the center of the sea, whichever nation is able to claim control 

over the islands can extend their EEZ throughout a large majority of the sea. No nation 

has been able to lay a claim, though, because they are unpopulated, sand filled islands. 

Many states have begun to place buildings and a few people on surrounding islands, and 

China has built more islands to surround them.21  

In 2013, the Philippines brought the case before a tribunal, as stated in UNCLOS. 

They ruled that China had no historic rights to the region and that control of the Spratly 

																																																								
20	UN	Convention	on	the	Law	of	the	Sea	
21	Ellis,	Sam	
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Islands would not enable a nation to expand their EEZ. Regardless, China has continued 

as if no tribunal had ever occurred and has maintained bases and aggression within the 

sea.22  Although this crisis in itself is important, it also represents a larger issue with 

UNCLOS, in that it does not necessarily always provide clear instructions for dealing with 

issues such as this. It also shows the failure of the UN to enforce many of its rulings and 

decisions, specifically on an issue where the outcome of a decision might negatively 

impact a state. It is essential to both address the issue of the South China Sea and also 

apply the lessons to a broader solution.  

The Arctic: Similar to the South China Sea, the Arctic presents new opportunities 

for natural gas and oil reserves that have been previously untouched. It has been 

estimated that the Arctic holds a quarter of the world’s undiscovered oil.23 In the past, 

																																																								
22Graham,	Euan.	“The	Hague	Tribunal's	South	China	Sea	Ruling:	Empty	Provocation	or	Slow-Burning	
Influence?”	Council	on	Foreign	Relations,	Lowy	Institute	for	International	Policy,	18	Aug.	2016.	
	
23“Who	Owns	the	Arctic?	.”	Medium,	Timeline,	28	Nov.	2016.	
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The Arctic was not such an important geographic region, but with climate change, the 

ice caps are melting and new ocean area rich in oil and new sea routes is becoming 

available. This issue goes back to the 1950s, when Canada lay the first claim to the Arctic 

Ocean in 1952, with the Soviet Union following closely after. During the Cold War, it was 

an important area as sovereignty provided a strategic place to base submarine nuclear 

weapons. After the Cold War, the region’s significance dwindled until the ice began 

melting, opening up trading routes and oil fields.24 Important to any understanding of 

the issue in the Arctic is a provision within UNCLOS that claims states can extend their 

EEZ beyond their 200 miles if they can scientifically prove the seabed is connected to 

their country. Within the Arctic, each nation’s EEZ extends, but none quite reach the 

center, leaving the middle of the Arctic unaccounted for.  

As a result, countries have begun to spend millions on researching and creating a 

case to bring before the UN to extend their EEZ. 25 Most of the countries surrounding the 

Arctic have also submitted scientific claims, but many of these overlap. In order for the 

UN to approve one claim, others would have to be made invalid.26 The Arctic Council, 

made up of the nations with land in the region, has existed since 1996 to promote 

“cooperation, coordination and interaction” between Arctic states and has been pivotal 

in maintaining peaceful communication between the states.27 While working to address 

																																																								
24Birdwell,	Ian.	“Rival	Claims	to	a	Changing	Arctic.”	The	Maritime	Executive,	15	May	2016,		
25“Who	Owns	the	Arctic?”		
26		Ellis,	Sam.	It’s	Time	to	Draw	Borders	on	the	Arctic.	Vox,	17	Feb.	2017.	
27	The	Arctic	Council	
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economic issues, they have also attempted to develop environmental protection and 

sustainability in the region. 

The issue in the Arctic is important to look at in order to see the importance of 

preventive diplomacy. Unlike the South China Sea, there has been no direct threat of 

violence. So far, states showing dominance have just begun to occupy small islands, such 

as the Russians in Svalbard who have begun to set up coal mines and other economic 

activities to show they have influence and soft power in the Arctic.28 As a result of this, 

the Arctic is hopefully a conflict that can be addressed without the use of military and 

violence. There has also been a lot of scientific cooperation in the region. With many 

areas not under any national jurisdiction, scientists have long had ample opportunity to 

work on experiments without worrying about borders or lines. The Russians and 

Germans have worked particularly close, going on 23 joint expeditions to the Arctic and 

opening the Otto Schmidt Laboratory for Polar and Marine Research. 29  The Arctic 

represents a unique opportunity for those states involved to work together with regard 

to resources and research, but as ice melts and areas are revealed, it is possible that 

violence will break out. Russia has built some military bases, and NATO has been 

gathering forces in Norway that have been training for cold weather conflict.30 While 

stable now, many researchers have noted the possibility of violence and that steps need 

to be taken to maintain stability and peace in the region before it is too late.  

																																																								
28	Ellis,	Sam	page	no?	
29	Stephen,	Kathrin.	“Areas	of	(No)	Conflict	in	the	Arctic.”	The	Arctic	Institute,	1	May	2018.	
30	Shea,	Neil,	and	Louie	Palu.	“A	New	Cold	War	Brews	as	Arctic	Ice	Melts.”	National	Geographic,	9	May	
2019,		
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The issue in the Arctic also represents an ever growing problem around the globe 

as climate change causes changes to previously static areas. For thousands of years there 

has been no interest in controlling the Arctic or North Pole, but as the ice melts and 

geography changes, there are new opportunities around the globe for economic activity. 

Although there are new economic options, it is also important to remember that there 

are important indigenous peoples, wildlife and an entire ecosystem that is already 

suffering from the effects of climate change. These aspects of the conflict are rarely 

highlighted or addressed by those attempting to become stronger in the region, which 

often leads indigenous populations to being left out of important conversations about 

their region. Seven out of the eight states in the Arctic have indigenous Arctic 

populations, but within the Arctic Council they have no legal protection and are often not 

present at meetings because of cost.31 Along with the issues of the indigenous people, 

states have failed to adequately address climate change. Although it is not the task of 

SPECPOL to directly solve climate change, it is important to always remember the cost 

of activities in the region for the climate.  

Bloc Positions 

States directly involved in territorial disputes 

Many states around the world, including those involved in the South China Sea 

and Arctic disputes, are currently experiencing conflict over borders and territory. Many 

of the issues come about as a result of climate change or military disputes and involve 

several sovereign countries, but there are also several states that have to decide how to 

																																																								
31“CAFF	Board	Meeting.”	Arctic	Council,	2018.	
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move forward with non-self-governing territories that they still have holds over. Their 

positions can vary, but most countries would rather keep their territories instead of 

giving them full sovereignty.  

States indirectly involved in territorial disputes 

Some states have become indirectly involved in the territorial disputes of others. 

Most often this includes either neighboring countries or those with resources or 

relationships with those directly involved. These countries have strong positions on the 

global disputes and are willing to become more directly involved economically, militarily 

or otherwise if they are able to sway the outcome for themselves or their allies.  

States with no investment in territorial disputes 

There are also several states around the world with few territorial conflicts. These 

countries have no disputed borders and have attempted to stay out of other international 

issues. Although they specifically do not have any major issues, it is possible that 

decisions made about others could affect them. As a result, most of these countries do 

have positions on disputes around the globe which will be important to understand. 

 

Topic 2: Ensuring the Sanctity of Free and Fair Elections 

  Regardless of government or election style, it is essential for any country to hold 

free, fair, and regular elections in order to ensure that democracy is upheld and the 

people have a voice in their representation. The ability to participate in an election where 

a person’s voice is fully heard, without fear of coercion or retribution is an essential 

human right that ensures people are properly represented in a government whose job is 
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to act for and with the people, not against them. Not only are elections essential for 

allowing the people to have a voice in their nation, they are essential for holding 

politicians accountable for their actions both inside and outside of office. Elections also 

increase the legitimacy of the government, as citizens can be confident that their elected 

officials were chosen by the people. As a result of this, democratic elections have been 

proven to reduce corruption, violence and conflict with other nations. Elected officials 

will be less willing to engage in risky behavior with the knowledge that they can be ousted 

from office during the next election, and those striving to be elected will be more willing 

to be honest and honorable with their constituents.  

Elections are so essential to freedom and democracy, that Freedom House, a 

major tracker of democratic progression throughout the world, uses elections as one of 

the greatest indicators of the health of a democracy and nation. Even so, according to a 

recent publication by USAID, more than half of the world’s population lives under a 

partially free government without access to full voting rights. When people do not have 

access to a ballot, education about candidates or even the literacy necessary to fill out a 

ballot, they lose faith in their nation’s political process and therefore their elected 

officials. In some nations, democratic elections are affected in a different form. Although 

people may be filling out a ballot, there is only one legitimate candidate or elections are 

rigged for a specific political party. 

The Inter-Parliamentary Union, a forum for political negotiations, has identified 

7 characteristics of a free and fair democratic election that can be important to keep in 

mind throughout the process of creating solutions and resolution writing. These are 
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outlined in depth throughout their Declaration on Criteria for Free and Fair Elections. The 

first several clauses of the Declaration emphasize the importance of all citizens having 

the right to vote in and the ability to access elections. Accordingly, for this to happen, it 

is also essential that citizens have access to polling stations and that their vote is secret. 

It is excellent for a nation to claim that all people have the ability to vote, but often 

nations do not provide adequate numbers of polling stations, especially in nations with 

larger rural communities. The declaration also outlines the necessity for participation as 

a candidate within a process. Any citizen should be allowed to participate in an election, 

regardless of political party or beliefs. It is essential that these candidates have a 

legitimate chance to win the election without interference from the government or 

outside forces.  

One of the first steps towards full independence and development in nations 

should be free and fair elections, as elections allow a legitimate government to begin 

making real decisions to build up infrastructure and resources throughout a nation. 

Maintenance of the health of elections is necessary, not only for developing nations but 

also for those that pride themselves on their democracy, shown in the recent US election. 

The United States, which has long been heralded as the ideal democratic nation, was 

infiltrated by Russians who were able to influence voters through social media and the 

news. Regardless of results, the United States’ electoral system was infiltrated, leading 

to challenges between the American people and the elected administration. This was a 

direct attack on the democracy of the United States and proved that even some of the 

strongest countries are vulnerable in their elections. Only when  nations across the globe 
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have completely free and fair elections, without outside influences and in which all 

citizens are able to participate, will people truly be a part of the governments that 

represent them. 

Challenges to Democratic Elections 

Creating a free and fair election process in a nation is much more than simply 

handing each citizen a ballot; rather, it entails complex infrastructure and cultural 

changes within a state. Without the economic power to provide their people with 

extensive ballot boxes around the nation or the technology to count votes quickly, it can 

be difficult for states to maintain democratic processes. Some of the nations without 

democratic elections also do not have a strong economy or resources to take on the 

infrastructure and work necessary for an election. Nations with large rural populations 

propose an especially massive infrastructural challenge for nations who must deliver 

voting boxes and ballots incredibly far distances under a tight schedule in non-ideal 

conditions.32 It is also difficult for these people to receive materials or education on the 

process of the election, important dates or information on the candidates.  

Many nations have tried to combat low levels of turnout and difficulties in 

providing for rural voters through electronic ballots, but this creates a whole host of 

issues, let alone the issue that the people most cut off from the political processes are 

also the most likely to not have access to technology and the internet. Electronic voting 

encompasses a variety of voting styles, ranging from the use of electronic voting 

machines at traditional polling locations to votes collected from people’s personal 
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computers or smartphones. Although exciting because of the potential to increase voter 

participation and theoretically accuracy, it also introduces new, sometimes more 

complex, issues that are non-existent with traditional voting styles. Because it requires 

the use of internet, e-voting is susceptible to hacking, which not only threatens to reduce 

accuracy, but also decreases the trust that voters put into the electoral system. Many 

people around the world are not completely familiar with technology and as a result do 

not trust it as much as they might trust traditional paper and pens.  

While hacking may occur, it is much more likely that voters will be distrustful of 

the system and choose to abstain from voting. As previously discussed, voter turnout and 

trust in the results of the election are extremely important to maintaining a strong 

government. If electronic voting threatens that, serious debate needs to be had about its 

uses.33  It is also difficult to provide electronic voting in regions without strong internet 

service. Not only do people not always have access to vote on their personal devices, e-

voting machines at traditional polling locations also require internet to function, while 

being incredibly expensive to provide around especially large and rural nations.  

Importance of Education           

 While it is important that people have access to ballot boxes and materials to 

vote, it is equally important that they have the literacy and civic education to make 

informed decisions at the ballot box. Basic literacy is essential for voting, as often times 

voters have to read the ballot and their choices in order to make a decision. It is also 

essential, though, because it allows people to become educated voters. The UN 
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published a document outlining the importance of Voter and Civic Education under 

Resolution 1325, specifically targeting women voters but also applicable to all 

participants in an electoral process. 34  They outlined voter education as the 

“dissemination of information, materials and programmes designed to inform voters and 

the specifics and mechanics of the voting process.” While voting education includes 

information about the specific mechanisms of how to vote and helps to register voters, 

it also includes information about the candidates and emphasizes universal suffrage.  

Many nations have cultural differences that may make it seem as though all 

people do not have the right to vote, discouraging minorities from feeling as though they 

belong in the political process. In order to create a fully representative government, 

though, it is essential that all people have the opportunity to cast their vote. The UN also 

emphasizes the need for civic education paired with voter education. Civic education, 

which theoretically should be a part of school curriculum, helps young people and voters 

to understand their nation’s government, goals, and the significance of current events in 

an election. In nations with long and complicated conflicts especially, it is essential that 

people understand the conflict in order to form opinions on how the nation should move 

forward. The education of officials is also essential. People working with the ballots 

should be responsible and educated enough to monitor for voter fraud, especially in 

nations that experience high levels of corruption and fraud in elections. With educated 

pollsters, it is possible to negate some of these issues in order to create a more fair 

election for all candidates. Lastly, basic education in a nation allows for qualified 
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candidates to run for office, hopefully with the goal of the betterment of the state.35 

Those who have received a civic education and are knowledgeable about their nation's 

history and challenges are more well equipped to handle the complexities of elected life. 

In 1999, the UN created the BRIDGE Program (Building Resources in Democracy, 

Governance & Elections) in collaboration with the International Institute for Democracy 

and Electoral Assistance in order to educate key electoral officials, the media, leaders of 

political parties and electoral observers on how to properly conduct an election.36 It has 

been widely successful around the globe in creating a community that understands and 

can carry out a successful election.  

The Role of the UN in Creating and Monitoring Elections 

 The UN has always played an important role in the creation and monitoring of 

elections around the globe, especially through its various branches and organizations. 

Throughout the colonial period, discussed extensively in topic 1, the UN observed several 

referendums and elections as previously colonized nations attempted to create their own 

forms of government. In the 1990s, as more nations gained independence and wanted 

to create democratic government, the UN was involved in elections in South Africa, 

Mozambique, El Salvador and Cambodia. More recently, the UN has taken a role in 

helping previously unstable countries with elections to restabilize, such as Iraq, Sudan, 

the Central African Republic and Afghanistan. The United Nations has also recommitted 

to strengthening democracies around the world.  In 2016 and 2017, the UN General 
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Assembly signed resolutions 72/164 and 70/168 respectively, each stating the relevance 

of increasing the role of the UN in genuine elections and democratization of nations.  

It is important to note, though, that election assistance is only provided when a member 

state requests it or the Security Council or GA mandates it. This process is outlined in the 

Secretary General’s report 49/675, in which the secretary general detailed the way in 

which UN missions would be carried out, after receiving written requests for assistance 

from a member state’s head of government or minister of foreign affairs.37 Nations are 

observed and studied, not simply arbitrarily chosen to receive assistance with their 

elections.  

When a nation requests assistance, or if the UN mandates that it should, the 

country is studied to ensure that the UN will realistically be able to provide “impartial, 

neutral and independent [assistance] with due respect for sovereignty.”38 The UN also 

emphasizes the importance of the idea that member states are truly responsible for 

managing their own elections. While the UN is able to provide support, they are not fully 

accountable for the process within the state and without full cooperation from the 

member state in question, along with other states providing assistance and resources, 

the UN’s mission to build up elections and democracies around the world would be 

completely futile.39When the GA or Security Council mandates it, the Deputy Secretary-

General in charge of the Department of Political Affairs conducts a needs assessment by 

working with UN agencies and the member states to outline what aid a country is 
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requesting.40 This is then submitted to the GA for approval. Since 1991, more than 100 

countries have requested and received electoral assistance.  

Receiving UN Aid 

The United Nations has several bodies and organizations that work in conjunction 

to provide election assistance. Most of these fall under the umbrella of the Department 

of Political and Peacebuilding Affairs (DPPA). The DPPA is responsible for monitoring 

political development around the globe, especially in those countries which require more 

assistance to ensure safety and security for their people. Part of this requirement is 

ensuring that citizens are able to participate in democratic elections. The DPPA works 

closely with the UN Development Programs (UNDP) on the less concrete aspects of the 

elections, such as including minorities and ensuring equality for all in the process. Along 

with these, there are many more groups such as UN Volunteers and the Office of the 

High Commissioner for Human Rights which work together to provide all the resources 

necessary for a successful election. It is then up to the Electoral Assistance Division (EAD) 

to coordinate and arrange each of the groups to ensure the nation receives the aid that 

it requested. When creating solutions to address elections, it is essential to remember 

how many different organizations are involved in elections around the globe.  

Currently, the UN provides several types of assistance to member states. While 

designing support for each nation, the United Nations keeps in mind that there is no “one 

size fits all” approach to designing support as each nation represents unique challenges 

and issues. The most used assistance is technical support, which includes both legal and 
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logistical assistance. This includes the development of electoral laws, along with support 

for ballot boxes and administration. This, coupled with organizational assistance, is able 

to create the physical and legal environment for a successful election. One of the most 

important jobs of the UN in regards to elections is to create a conducive environment for 

elections through military, police and official presence. This includes stabilizing the area 

where an election is to take place in order to ensure that people feel safe when voting.. 

Lastly, for nations that have been able to manage their own logistics and in which 

election sites are safe and secure, the UN is able to take a step back and serve in a 

supervisory role. This includes monitoring and endorsing each step of the process, along 

with assisting in the counting of votes and certifying the results. This is essential, 

especially in nations where people do not necessarily trust their government. The UN is 

able to add legitimacy to the results of an election through their involvement and 

certifications, which creates a more genuine and justifiable government.41  

Case Study: India General Election, 2019 

In 2019, one of the largest and most populated 

states in the world held a general election for its 

central government. 67% of the 900 million people 

in the nation voted, making it one of the largest 

election undertakings in the world and 

emphasizing the importance of bringing the 
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election to people.42 The Indian election proves that when people have access to polling 

stations and resources, they are willing to vote. In India, the general election determines 

the full range of government positions for the next five years. Similar to in the United 

Kingdom, the people in India vote for a political party rather than an individual, and the 

majority party is then able to select a leader and fill cabinet positions, as well as hold a 

majority in the Lok Sabha, the parliament. As a result of this, the Indian elections are 

incredibly important for shaping the country’s politics for the following years. This 

election in particular was also essential for minorities in India. The current party, led by 

PM Narendra Modi had begun to blur the line separating religion and state, pushing for 

mandatory Hindu classes and intensifying conflicts with the Muslim majority in the 

country. Not only was it important for people to have their voice heard, but it was 

essential that religious minorities such as Muslims were able to vote in the election in 

order to change the administration. 

India’s electoral laws are in part why this election was so successful. Recently, 

they have stated that every citizen should be at most 2 kilometers from a polling station, 

in one of the largest nations per square mile in the world. Pollers had to climb mountains, 

cross oceans and walk across glaciers to provide people with the means to vote.43 With 

all this effort, they were successful in providing the people of India with access to polling 

stations and the ability to vote. They focused on the use of electronic voting, which 

lessened the load of each election official as they traversed the country on planes, trains, 
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automobiles and the backs of elephants. Another important aspect of India’s election 

infrastructure was the use of symbols to represent political parties. Although parts of the 

country have low literacy rates, people do understand the distinction between the 

parties.44 As a result, the ballot included not only traditional text but also symbols that 

citizens were able to relate to the party they planned on choosing. The election in India 

was an exceptional case of a massive yet successful undertaking by a government, made 

possible by strong infrastructure and a commitment to include all citizens in the process. 

Although not all nations have the resources that India was able to dedicate to the issue, 

the UN can help to carry out endeavors similar to that in India around the globe.45  

Bloc Positions 

Nations with strong democratic elections 

These nations have successfully created an election process within their state 

that is free, fair and regular. They are free of most corruption and the people within the 

country feel empowered to vote, often leading to higher participation numbers during 

elections. The elected officials have high levels of legitimacy and are able to make 

important decisions with the support of the nation. Throughout committee, these 

nations are essential for providing an example of successful elections and will advocate 

for the democratization of other countries. Many of them will also be willing to provide 

resources or assistance in other countries.  

Nations transitioning to democratic elections 
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Recently there has been a massive shift towards democratization of nations. As 

this occurs, many nations have started transitioning to more democratic elections or 

have even recently introduced elections to their nation. These countries will generally 

support democratization of both their own nation and others to varying degrees. They 

will also require different levels of support, from simply receiving UN observers to 

needing help with logistics and operations. 

Nations with limited or nonexistent democratic elections 

These countries may have limited or no democratic elections. While some may 

support UN intervention and assistance in their elections, others may want to maintain 

full sovereignty over their electoral processes. Some of these countries may have 

regimes with no interest in holding elections in order to stay in power while others may 

hold elections with no real meaning, simply for show.  
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Topic 3: The Rights and Responsibilities of Peacekeepers  

Since the inception of 

the United Nations in 

1945, it has had to 

grapple with its 

competing roles as a 

forum for debate 

between member 

states and its need to 

protect the people of 

the world. In 1948, with the creation of peacekeepers, the UN has attempted to lower 

violence around the world, protecting citizens who cannot always protect themselves, 

while helping countries navigate conflict and create conditions for lasting and 

sustainable peace. The section of the UN charter most often referenced in regards to 

peacekeepers is chapter 6, which discusses the peaceful settlement of disputes. 

Chapter 7 is also essential as it addresses enforcement options in times of conflict. 

There are currently over 110,000 field personnel in UN peacekeeping forces, including 

military, police, and civilians, although there is no standing force of peacekeepers.46 

This is because each peacekeeper is a service member from their own nation sent on 

amission for the UN. As a result, the UN is unable to hold permanent forces, which can 
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make deployment difficult. The tasks for which the peacekeepers are responsible 

change slightly based on the conflict, but in general stay consistent over time. They are 

initially deployed to prevent further violence and to stabilize conflicts around the globe. 

Along with this, they are able to guide states through difficult transitions to stable, 

democratic governments. Peacekeepers have long been important in maintaining 

stability around the world but as their operations have grown, so have the issues they 

face. With accusations of abuse, questions over sovereignty and debates over funding, 

the future of UN peacekeeping is in question.  

History of Peacekeeping Operations 

 UN peacekeeping first arose during the Cold War, as the Security Council and 

General Assembly struggled to rectify the increasingly complex global issues that were 

not necessarily traditional state vs. state conflicts and in which the aggressor of the 

conflict was difficult to define. For example, the first peacekeeping operation (PKO) 

was in 1948, when the UN sent officials to the Middle East to observe the Arab-Israeli 

conflict that involved the newly created state of Israel and a coalition of several Arab 

nations. Rather than send their own troops, superpowers within the UN preferred the 

creation of a group that was able to act as an impartial observer with the power to use 

minimal force when directly threatened. In the beginning, the UN emphasized three 

key aspects of peacekeeping, each of them important for people today to reflect back 

on during disputes over the use of peacekeepers. They first detailed the importance of 

consent of parties that would be receiving the forces. It was essential that the nation in 

which the peacekeepers were stationed agreed to allow the UN to become involved, as 
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without this consent it would be nearly impossible for the PKO to succeed. Secondly, it 

was essential to the creators of peacekeepers that those stationed around the world 

were impartial. Rather than pick sides within the conflict, peacekeepers had the limited 

goal of ensuring that civilians were not harmed and violence did not escalate. Lastly, 

and possibly most important in today’s conversations about PKOs, was the concept 

that peacekeepers should use minimum force. While they do possess weapons, 

peacekeepers should not engage in offensive operations and instead are responsible for 

responding only when directly attacked. They were given fewer weapons than a 

traditional force to emphasize their non-militaristic goals and also to be shown as a 

force in a nation to help those in need. These three concepts helped to emphasize that 

peacekeepers should be invited into a nation and carry out all operations with the full 

consent and approval of the host nation.  

Peacekeeper Conduct and Accountability 

Post-2000, the members of the international community adopted the responsibility to 

protect (R2P). This doctrine helped to expand the role of peacekeepers around the 

globe, as it claimed that the UN has the responsibility to intervene in situations, without 

consent, when states are not acting responsibly towards their own people. This has led 

to many discussions over what constitutes a government treating its people poorly and 

in what circumstances it is appropriate for the UN and other nations to impose on 

national sovereignty. As the role of peacekeepers has shifted, there have been conflicts 

around the globe with peacekeepers stationed in areas they are not wanted, 

overstepping the boundaries of their force or even committing abuses against the 
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people they are supposed to be protecting. As they have shifted away from the concept 

of consent in all operations, there have been instances of peacekeeping operations 

imposing on the national sovereignty of a state, which not only creates a bad 

relationship between the UN and the state, but also makes it nearly impossible for the 

PKO to succeed while feeling pressures from both the situation they are addressing and 

the state itself. For example, in 2011, the UN sent support to Libya to help stabilize the 

nation and restore public security. 

 Although the UN and NATO claimed to have good intentions, protests broke 

out around the world because people believed they were attempting to exploit Libya’s 

rich oil reserves. The people within Libya were also failing to cooperate with the 

peacekeepers because of widespread distrust and skepticism of intentions and western 

involvement. Rather than bringing peace to the region, the occupation by UN and 

NATO forces created more disunity, chaos and violence in an already unstable and 

contentious region. Since then, the conflict has created not only 50,605 refugees, but 

also more than 250,000 internally displaced persons. More recently, on August 21, 

2019, the UN reported that 90 civilians had been killed in a week, along with 10,000 

more displaced people. 47 Although UN peacekeeping is honorable and theoretically 

represents an opportunity for the UN to provide humanitarian aid and assistance in 

unstable regions, the conflict in Libya represents what can happen when the operation 

is not wanted in a region. There have been concerted efforts to return to the original 
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mandate of the PKOs, not only to the concept of consent but also to minimally arming 

peacekeepers and non-offensive action. Along with this, it is essential that the UN is 

able to re-address the criteria for deployment of operations. With renewed policies for 

the appropriate instances of deployment, peacekeepers will hopefully be welcomed 

into states rather than seen as enemies sent to destroy a state’s sovereignty.  

In 2017, the Associated Press published a report on 1,000 or more cases of sexual abuse 

in the Congo, many involving UN Peacekeepers.48 In 2016, the UN identified 41 

peacekeepers involved with similar abuses in the Central African Republic (CAR).49 Each 

of these instances represents not only an abuse of an individual, but also a gross abuse 

of the power and influence entrusted to peacekeepers when deployed, hurting the trust 

put in the institution of peacekeepers around the globe. Since 2005, the UN has been 

attempting to address this crisis around the globe, especially as the UN claims to have a 

zero tolerance policy in cases of abuse. In 2007 the Conduct and Discipline Unit (CDU) 

was created to receive reports of and address misconduct. This does raise questions, 

though, as those being exploited do 

not necessarily have access to 

resources to report or are living in 

societies in which victim blaming is 

rampant, especially in a situation with 
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incredibly challenging  power dynamics. 

 In 2017, the UN published an internal report that also detailed the mission in the 

CAR, showing that the systems to address abuse were not successful. Also in 2017, the 

UN secretary general Antonio Guterres released a “Special Measures” report to combat 

abuse, which detailed a complex plan to address allegations of abuse throughout the 

UN. Many have argued, though, that the UN is not itself able to address internal 

abuses. Rather, these should be addressed by a non-partial third party. Once third party 

assessment is complete, it is essential to implement reforms to change the problematic 

culture within PKOs. It is possible that increasing diversity within PKOs, especially by 

adding women, may help with this. The Council on Foreign Relations published a report 

in 2017 that claimed missions that consisted of “personnel from member states with 

better records on gender equality” reported lower levels of abuses. Not only is diversity 

gendered, but it is also essential that missions represent diversity of nations. The entire 

concept of peacekeeping involves a multitude of nations working together to keep 

civilians safe. When this is lost and peacekeepers forget their main goal, power 

dynamics can shift to become more dangerous.  

Even while facing criticism, the UN has taken several actions towards reforming 

peacekeepers. With demand for PKOs growing, along with the complexity of conflicts 

and allegations of abuse, the UN has struggled to maintain secure and honorable 

operations. In 2000, the Secretary-General appointed a panel to write the Brahimi 

Report, which was supposed to both evaluate current missions while providing 

information on how best to support future ones. They established that for successful 
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PKOs to occur, there would need to be increased financial support, along with 

institutional changes, including commitment from member states towards 

operations.50 In 2009, the New Horizon process was initiated in order to again asses the 

dilemmas for PKOs, along with opening a conversation on the operations in order to 

incite further constructive conversations leading to solutions. This was important 

insofar as it attempted to include perspectives from all member states. One of the 

reasons PKOs can be unsuccessful is because of mistrust of perceived western 

organizations, such as the UN. They attempted to amend this through the conversation 

which would include all member states. 

 This paper also created a vision for the future of peacekeeping. Up until 2009, 

many had argued that the UN had forgotten its commitments and the true reason 

peacekeeping exists, but this report tried to address these concerns.  Most recently, the 

UN launched Action for Peacekeeping (A4P). While recognizing that peacekeeping 

missions are essential to international peace, the UN also renewed their commitment 

to delivering long-term and sustainable peace by working with local actors. This seems 

to indirectly address the situation in Libya, where the UN failed to deliver long-term 

peace, and also did not work with locals towards a brighter future, causing many of its 

failures.51  
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Role of UN Member States in Contributing to Forces 

Peacekeepers have the ability to be successful in creating less violent 

conditions, but their missions require unilateral support from member states of the UN, 

along with the UN secretariat, host countries and other organizations. Peacekeepers 

come from around the world from the services of nations, but are then sent to work for 

the UN. Some nations contribute physical troops, such as Ethiopia, which is the #1 

provider of troops with 8,326 peacekeepers. Other top funders include India, 

Bangladesh, Pakistan, Rwanda and Nepal, notably all developing countries. Nations are 

reimbursed about $1,400 per person, per month when they send troops, which is often 

an incentive for developing nations to send troops and supplies. These nations willingly 

send their troops, most often for the monetary reimbursement. If the UN ran out of 

funds to pay the countries, it is very possible the supply of troops will deplete. Others 

fund the mission with money and resources. On July 3rd, the budgetary branch of the 

UN approved $6.51 billion for peacekeeping operations in 2019 and 2020 to 13 areas, 

including Haiti, Western Sahara, Kosovo and Somalia among others. 

 This funding is essential to maintaining operations in these contentious regions, 

but it must come from UN member states. In the 2017-2018 year, the United States 

funded ~28% of the peacekeeping budget.52 Other top funders were China, Japan and 

Germany, with the breakdown of funding shown above. Even with these generous and 

important donations, the UN relies on member states’ dues to the United Nations for 

funding as well. Many nations, though, are often late or do not send their dues, which 
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can cause a massive budget issue. In January of 2019, they faced a $2 billion shortfall in 

funding and as the UN does not usually hold cash, they calculated that they could only 

fund operations for the following 2 months.53  As an organization made up solely by 

member states, without the ability to hold its own troops or generate its own funds, it is 

impossible for the UN to continue its peacekeeping operations around the world 

without the support of states. 

 Even so, many nations are beginning to turn inward and are discussing 

lessening contributions to peacekeeping. Many argue that rather than sending troops 

and funds overseas, it is essential to use all the resources possible to defend a state's 

borders internally. Others have argued that the peacekeepers are wholly unnecessary, 

as issues persist in many areas of deployment, such as Somalia or Israel-Palestine. 

Many around the world, though, believe that the peacekeepers are essential to 

ensuring that these territories do not break out into more violence than they have 

already experienced. With 100,000 troops deployed in 13 regions around the world,  it is 

imperative that the UN has funds if PKOs are to exist in the future.  

Bloc Positions 

Nations providing peacekeepers or monetary support 

Countries providing physical troops tend to be overwhelmingly developing 

nations, because of the funding they receive for sending troops. As a result, if funding is 

to decrease they will be less willing to provide troops for operations, giving them some 

																																																								
53	Goldberg,	Mark	Leon.	“UN	Peacekeeping	Faces	Massive	Funding	Shortfall.”	UN	Dispatch,	16	Jan.	
2019.	



SPECPOL	

opportunity to negotiate with those providing the monetary support. States providing 

monetary support are more often than not wealthy and able to provide a majority of 

the peacekeeping budget. Some may no longer be willing to provide funds for 

peacekeepers, depending on the politics and economy of their state.  

Nations in need of peacekeeper’s support 

13 areas are currently receiving UN support, all of which have violence or 

instability in their region. While many contentious regions already contain 

peacekeepers, there are also some in which the UN is unable to provide support, usually 

as a result of lack of resources. These countries may want to continue to request 

assistance, as well as support continued operations around the globe. 

Nations who do not support continued peacekeeping operations 

As politics and the economy shifts, some nations are turning inwards and will no 

longer support continued peacekeeping operations. There are also some who have 

witnessed or have been a part of failed operations around the globe and believe that 

peacekeepers have lost their ability to maintain stability and peace in a region. Both of 

these groups will not support continued operations, whether that is fully shutting down 

the peacekeeping organization or lessening support around the globe.  
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Questions to Consider 

Resolving Territorial Disputes in the 21st Century 

• How can the UN create lasting solutions that are able to encompass a variety of 

territorial disputes?  

• Is there anything the UN can do to actively enforce decisions made regarding 

territorial disputes and boundaries? 

• How should the UN address disputes over negative externalities on states (such 

as effects of climate change) caused by other states? 

• Should non-self-governing territories be given full statehood? If so, how? 

• How can the UN work with NGOs and other organizations in order to assist non-

self-governing territories in achieving independence?  

• How should the UN and its member states deal with states that do not follow the 

terms of UN agreements?  

• What is the role of the UN within the disputes in the South China Sea and Arctic? 

• What, if anything, makes historical territorial claims valid?  

Ensuring the Sanctity of Free and Fair Elections 

• Why are elections so essential to the security of a nation? 

• What are steps the UN can take to ensure that elections are being carried out 

fairly? 

• Is it the job of the UN to create and monitor elections in developing nations or 

should it be left up to the states?  

• How can the UN promote more minority involvement in elections? 
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• Are electronic ballots effective, even with the high instances of hacking and 

election fraud that are possible?  

• Is there any way to create an effective framework for elections when each country 

is different and facing complex issues?  

• How can the UN balance giving assistance with elections and respecting national 

sovereignty? 

The Rights and Responsibilities of Peacekeepers  

• Can a framework be created to detail when operations should be deployed? 

• How can the culture of peacekeepers be changed to address abuses and stop 

future issues? 

• Should member states be responsible for contributing to peacekeeping 

operations? 

• What measures can the UN take to increase peacekeeper accountability?  

• Does the UN have a responsibility to respond to those impacted by peacekeeper 

malpractice or misconduct? If so, what should that response consist of?  

• Should the UN be held accountable for the lasting negative effects of failing 

peacekeeping operations? If so, what actions can the UN take to ameliorate these 

long term effects?  
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