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Letter from Executive Board

Dear Delegates,
 
On behalf of Muniversiti and Delhi Public School, Rau, it gives us great plea-
sure to welcome you to the DPSRMUN 2023 Conference. We are thrilled to be 
a part of this esteemed event, which provides a platform for young, dynamic 
minds to engage in intellectual discourse and learn more about global politics. 
 
For many of you, this may be your first MUN conference, and we urge you to 
review the study guide provided as a part of the conference. We believe that 
understanding the issues at hand is crucial to finding solutions that are practi-
cal and implementable. 
 
However, we also believe that there is so much more to learn beyond the study 
guide. The ability to research, collaborate, and present your arguments is just 
the beginning. The real value of this conference lies in your ability to listen, 
understand different viewpoints, and learn from one another. 
 
We encourage you to approach this conference with a growth mindset. Win-
ning is not the ultimate goal, but rather an opportunity to learn, grow, and 
broaden your perspectives. At Muniversiti, we strongly believe that learning is 
the ultimate victory, one that brings personal and collective progress and posi-
tive change. 
 
We are confident that this conference will be a great learning experience for all
of you. We look forward to having you with us, and we wish you all the best for 
an exciting and enlightening journey ahead. 

Best wishes, 
The Muniversiti Executive Board



About HRC

The Human Rights Council (HRC) is a vital component of the United Nations system, 
responsible for advancing and safeguarding human rights across the globe. Estab-
lished in 2006, the Council is comprised of 47 Member States elected by the General 
Assembly for a term of three years, with the possibility of re-election.

The HRC has several mechanisms to carry out its mandate, including the Universal 
Periodic Review (UPR), the Advisory Committee, and the Complaint Procedure. The 
UPR is a process that reviews the human rights record of all UN Member States, al-
lowing for a comprehensive evaluation of their performance. The Advisory Committee 
provides expertise and advice on human rights issues and trends. The Complaint Pro-
cedure allows individuals and groups to bring human rights violations to the attention 
of the Council.

The Council also collaborates with the UN Special Procedures, independent experts 
appointed by the HRC to monitor and report on specific human rights issues and situ-
ations. These Special Procedures have the authority to address both country-specific 
and thematic human rights concerns.

The HRC is dedicated to the principle of impartiality, objectivity, and non-selectivity in 
its work to promote and protect human rights. Its efforts to uphold human rights and 
address human rights violations have been recognized and commended by various 
human rights organizations and experts.

The Council meets regularly in Geneva, Switzerland, to consider reports from mem-
ber states, discuss thematic human rights issues, and engage in interactive dialogues 
with UN human rights mechanisms, civil society organizations, and other stakehold-
ers. The HRC is also responsible for responding to human rights emergencies and 
crises, convening special sessions at short notice to address situations of human 
rights violations.

The Council recognizes the important role that civil society organizations and human 
rights defenders play in promoting and protecting human rights. It provides opportu-
nities for civil society participation, including through its annual Social Forum and the 



accreditation of NGOs to participate in its sessions.

In recent years, the HRC has addressed a range of important human rights issues, 
including discrimination and violence against women, the rights of persons with dis-
abilities, the human rights impacts of climate change, and the rights of migrants and 
refugees.

Despite criticisms that the HRC is politicized and selective in its approach to human 
rights, the Council continues to play a crucial role in promoting and protecting human 
rights globally. Its work is guided by the principles of universality, non-discrimination, 
and respect for the rule of law, among others. The HRC remains committed to ad-
vancing the cause of human rights across the world.

The HRC is also committed to ensuring that its own activities are conducted in an in-
clusive and accessible manner. The Council has established a task force to improve 
its secretariat services and accessibility for persons with disabilities, recognizing that 
everyone should have equal access to the promotion and protection of human rights.

The Council’s efforts have been widely recognized and praised by various human 
rights organizations and experts. However, the HRC has also faced criticism from 
some quarters that it is overly politicized and selective in its approach to human rights.

Despite these criticisms, the HRC remains a critical forum for advancing human rights 
globally. Its work is guided by the principles of universality, impartiality, objectivity, and 
non-selectivity, and its various mechanisms, such as the UPR, Advisory Committee, 



Complaint Procedure, and Special Procedures, allow it to address a wide range of 
human rights issues and situations.

Through its engagement with member states, civil society organizations, and other 
stakeholders, the HRC plays an important role in promoting and protecting human 
rights worldwide. By highlighting human rights concerns and providing a platform for 
constructive dialogue and action, the Council helps to advance the cause of human 
dignity and justice for all.

Brief to the agenda

International humanitarian law (IHL) is a set of rules and principles that are designed 
to minimize harm to civilians and other non-combatants during armed conflicts. It is an 
essential component of the international legal framework for the protection of human 
rights and serves to regulate the conduct of hostilities, restrict the means and meth-
ods of warfare, and provide protection to victims of armed conflict.

IHL comprises a number of treaties, customary international law, and general princi-
ples that apply to all armed conflicts, regardless of the type of conflict or the nature 
of the parties involved. The main instruments of IHL are the Geneva Conventions of 
1949 and their Additional Protocols of 1977, which set out the basic rules that must 
be observed by all parties to an armed conflict. These rules include the principles of 
distinction, proportionality, and the duty to take all feasible precautions to avoid civil-
ian harm.

In recent years, the use of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), also known as drones, 
has become increasingly prevalent in modern warfare. UAVs offer the ability to gather 
intelligence and carry out strikes without putting soldiers in harm’s way, making them 
a valuable asset for military operations. However, the use of UAVs raises important 
legal and policy implications, particularly in the context of IHL.

One of the key concerns surrounding the use of UAVs is the ambiguity surrounding 
the precise application and interpretation of IHL in relation to their use. This uncertain-
ty, combined with the rapid development and proliferation of UAVs, has the potential 
to undermine the rule of law and destabilize international security. The use of UAVs 
to carry out targeted killings, for example, raises serious questions about the use of 



force and the protection of civilians.

The lack of accountability for UAV strikes makes it difficult to hold those responsible 
accountable for any human rights violations or war crimes committed. In addition, the 
precision of UAV strikes is often overstated, leading to unintended civilian casualties 
and the destruction of civilian infrastructure. These actions can result in long-term 
harm to civilians and communities and can violate IHL principles such as distinction, 
proportionality, and the duty to take all feasible precautions to avoid civilian harm.

The use of UAVs in armed conflict also raises concerns about the right to life and the 
right to a fair trial. The right to life is protected under international human rights law, 
and the use of UAVs to carry out targeted killings may violate this right if the targeted 
individual is not a lawful target or if the use of force is not necessary to protect life. 
Similarly, the right to a fair trial is violated if individuals targeted by UAV strikes are not 
given a fair and impartial trial in accordance with international standards.

In order to address the legal and policy implications of UAVs and to promote transpar-
ency, accountability, and respect for IHL, it is crucial that the use of UAVs is subject 
to thorough legal analysis and review. This can be achieved through international co-
operation and dialogue on the issue and by ensuring that adequate measures are in 
place to investigate and address any human rights violations or war crimes committed 
in connection with the use of UAVs.

International organizations, such as the International Committee of the Red Cross 
(ICRC), have called for increased efforts to ensure the respect for IHL in relation 
to UAVs. The ICRC, for example, has emphasized the need for clarity on the legal 
framework applicable to UAVs, the need for effective accountability mechanisms, and 
the need for transparency in the use of UAVs.

What are UAVs

Unmanned Aerial Vehicles (UAVs), also known as drones, are aircrafts that are oper-
ated remotely or fly autonomously. They have gained widespread popularity in recent 
years due to their versatility and capability to perform various tasks such as military 
surveillance, commercial delivery, and aerial photography.



The history of UAVs can be traced back to the development of unmanned aerial sys-
tems for military purposes during World War I. Since then, UAVs have evolved sig-
nificantly, with advances in technology allowing for the development of smaller and 
more sophisticated systems. The growth of the drone industry has been driven by the 
increasing demand for UAVs across various sectors, including military, commercial, 
and civilian.

UAVs can be classified into two categories, namely, remotely piloted aircrafts and 
autonomous aerial vehicles. Remotely piloted aircrafts are operated by human pilots 
who control the UAVs from the ground, while autonomous aerial vehicles are capable 
of flying without human intervention, using onboard software and sensors to navigate 
and make decisions.

In the military sector, UAVs are primarily used for reconnaissance and surveillance 
purposes, but they are increasingly being employed for targeted killings and airstrikes. 
In the commercial sector, UAVs are used for a wide range of applications such as 
package delivery, aerial photography, and agricultural monitoring. In the civilian sec-
tor, UAVs are used for a variety of purposes, including search and rescue, wildlife 
monitoring, and disaster response.

The rapid growth of the drone industry has led to the development of new and inno-
vative applications for UAVs. For example, some companies are experimenting with 
the use of UAVs for package delivery, and it is predicted that in the near future, UAVs 
will play a crucial role in e-commerce and logistics. In addition, UAVs are being used 
to enhance the efficiency and safety of numerous industries, such as construction and 



energy, by providing real-time data and reducing the need for human intervention in 
hazardous environments.

Kinds

• Unmanned Aerial Vehicles, commonly known as drones, are becoming increasing-
ly popular and versatile in a variety of sectors. There are various types of drones, 
including military drones, civilian and commercial drones, agricultural drones, de-
livery drones, search and rescue drones, and toy drones.

• Military Drones: These drones are designed for use in armed conflicts and are typ-
ically used for reconnaissance, surveillance, targeted killings, and airstrikes. They 
are often equipped with advanced technologies such as high-resolution cameras, 
infrared sensors, and precision-guided weapons. Military drones are operated by 
military forces and are not available for civilian use.

• Civilian and Commercial Drones: These drones are used for a variety of civilian ap-
plications, including photography and videography, agriculture, search and rescue, 
delivery, inspection and surveying, and mapping. They are typically smaller and 
less sophisticated than military drones but still equipped with advanced technolo-
gies such as GPS, cameras, and sensors.



• Agricultural Drones: These drones are specifically designed for use in the agricul-
ture sector and are equipped with capabilities to support farming activities. They 
are used for tasks such as crop spraying, mapping and inspecting crops, and mon-
itoring crop health. Agricultural drones are typically larger and more robust than 
other types of civilian drones.

• Delivery Drones: These drones are designed for the efficient delivery of packages, 
medicines, food, and other supplies. They are typically smaller and more maneu-
verable than other types of drones, allowing them to navigate tight spaces and 
avoid obstacles. Delivery drones use advanced technologies such as sensors and 
artificial intelligence to navigate and deliver packages.

• Search and Rescue Drones: These drones are designed for use in search and res-
cue operations and are equipped with advanced capabilities to search for missing 
persons and inspect disaster sites. They are typically larger and more robust than 
other types of civilian drones, with features such as thermal imaging cameras and 
high-powered lights.

• Toy Drones: These drones are designed for recreational activities and basic flight 
training. They are typically smaller and less sophisticated than other types of drones, 
with features such as built-in cameras and simple flight controls. Toy drones are 
popular among amateur photographers and videographers, as well as children and 
adults who enjoy flying drones as a hobby



HIstory of use of UAVs in warfare

The history of using unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), also known as drones, in 
warfare dates back to World War I when both the British and the U.S. militaries ex-
perimented with using unmanned aerial vehicles to drop bombs on enemy targets. 
However, the technology was not yet mature and these early attempts were largely 
unsuccessful.

It was not until the late 1950s and early 1960s that UAVs began to be used more 
widely in military operations, primarily for reconnaissance and surveillance purposes. 
During the Vietnam War, the U.S. military used a variety of UAVs for reconnaissance 
and surveillance, including the Ryan Firebee and the Lightning Bug.

In the 1990s, with the development of more advanced drone technology, the U.S. 
military began to use UAVs for targeted killings. The first successful targeted killing 
using a UAV occurred in 2002 when the U.S. military used a Predator drone to launch 
a missile strike against a suspected Al-Qaeda target in Yemen.

Since then, the use of drones in warfare has become increasingly common, with the 
U.S. military being the primary user of military drones. Drones have been used exten-
sively in the wars in Afghanistan, Iraq, and Syria, and have also been used in other 
conflicts around the world.



One of the earliest known uses of UAVs in warfare was during the Balkan Wars in the 
1990s, when the Serbian military used modified target drones to conduct reconnais-
sance missions over enemy territory. During the same period, the Israeli military also 
began using UAVs for reconnaissance and surveillance purposes in Lebanon.

The use of UAVs in modern military operations has been effective due to their abil-
ity to provide real-time intelligence and strike capabilities with minimal risk to pilots. 
However, the use of UAVs in warfare has also sparked controversy and criticism due 
to concerns over civilian casualties, privacy violations, and the ethical implications of 
using autonomous weapons.

Critics argue that the use of drones for targeted killings violates international law and 
the principles of just war. They also argue that the use of drones can result in civilian 
casualties and can undermine the psychological well-being of drone operators. Pro

ponents of drone warfare argue that drones can be used to conduct targeted killings 
with greater precision and accuracy than traditional airstrikes and can help to reduce 
the risk of civilian casualties.

These concerns have led to ongoing debates and discussions among policymakers, 
military leaders, and the public about the appropriate use of UAVs in warfare.



International Humanitarian Law

International Humanitarian Law (IHL) is a set of rules that seeks to protect people who 
are not, or are no longer, taking part in hostilities, and to limit the means and methods 
of warfare. IHL is also known as the law of armed conflict or the law of war.

IHL has its origins in the ancient customs and practices of warfare, but it was not until 
the mid-19th century that the first modern rules of war were codified. The catalyst for 
the development of IHL was the increasing scale and brutality of warfare during the 
19th century, which led to public outrage and calls for humanitarian protections for 
victims of war.

One of the earliest examples of modern IHL is the Lieber Code, which was drafted by 
Francis Lieber during the American Civil War in 1863. The code established rules for 
the conduct of Union forces during the war, including the protection of civilians and 
prisoners of war.

The first international treaty to codify IHL was the First Geneva Convention of 1864, 
which established protections for sick and wounded soldiers on the battlefield. The 
convention was followed by additional treaties, including the Hague Conventions of 
1899 and 1907, which established rules for the conduct of warfare and the treatment 
of prisoners of war.

The modern system of IHL is based on the four Geneva Conventions of 1949 and their 
two Additional Protocols of 1977. The conventions establish rules for the protection of 
civilians, prisoners of war, and the sick and wounded in armed conflict. The protocols 



address additional issues, such as the use of certain weapons in warfare and the pro-
tection of victims of non-international armed conflicts.

The International Humanitarian Law (IHL) has evolved over time and has expanded to 
cover new forms of warfare and conflicts. One significant development in IHL was the 
creation of the Geneva Conventions in 1949, which established rules to protect civil-
ians and combatants who are no longer taking part in the hostilities, such as wounded 
or sick soldiers, prisoners of war, and civilians. The conventions also prohibited cer-
tain methods of warfare, such as torture, mutilation, and the use of weapons causing 
unnecessary harm.

In addition to the Geneva Conventions, other treaties and conventions have been 
established to address specific issues related to armed conflict. For example, the 
Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, Stockpiling and Use 
of Chemical Weapons and on their Destruction (Chemical Weapons Convention) was 
adopted in 1993 to prohibit the use of chemical weapons, while the Convention on 
Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) was adopted in 1980 to regulate the use of 
certain weapons that may cause unnecessary suffering.

As technology has advanced, new challenges have emerged for IHL. The increased 
use of unmanned systems, including drones, in armed conflicts has raised questions 
about the applicability of existing IHL rules and the need for new rules to address the 



unique challenges posed by these technologies. The development of cyber weapons 
and the use of information warfare have also raised concerns about the adequacy of 
existing IHL rules to address these new forms of warfare.

To address these challenges, efforts are underway to clarify and strengthen IHL rules 
to ensure their applicability to new forms of warfare. The International Committee of 
the Red Cross (ICRC) plays a key role in this process by providing expert advice and 
promoting the development of new rules and guidelines to address emerging issues 
in armed conflict. The ICRC also works to raise awareness of IHL rules among military 
personnel, policymakers, and the public to ensure greater compliance with the law 
and better protection for civilians and combatants in armed conflict.

Today, IHL is recognized as a fundamental part of international law and is binding on 
all parties to an armed conflict, whether they are states or non-state actors. The rules 
of IHL apply to all types of armed conflicts, including international and non-interna-
tional armed conflicts, and to all participants in the conflict, including combatants and 
civilians.

Despite its importance, IHL is often violated during armed conflicts, leading to wide-
spread human suffering and destruction. Efforts are ongoing to strengthen IHL and 
ensure that it is respected and implemented by all parties to an armed conflict.



Use of UAVs and the International Humanitarian Law

The unchecked use of UAVs, or drones, in military operations has raised concerns 
about their compliance with the International Humanitarian Law (IHL), which governs 
the conduct of armed conflict and seeks to protect civilians and combatants who are 
no longer taking part in hostilities.

The widespread use of UAVs in modern warfare has given rise to new challenges and 
questions about the applicability of IHL in the context of drone strikes. For example, 
there are concerns that drone strikes may violate the principles of distinction and pro-
portionality, which require that attacks be directed only at legitimate military targets 
and that the harm caused by an attack not exceed the expected military advantage.

The unchecked use of drones has also raised questions about the role of human con-
trol and decision-making in drone operations. Some critics argue that the increasing 
reliance on automation and artificial intelligence in drone operations could lead to a 
shift away from human control and decision-making, which could potentially lead to 
violations of IHL.

In response to these concerns, there have been efforts to update and clarify IHL in 
relation to the use of drones. The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) 
has played a leading role in these efforts, working to promote greater awareness and 
understanding of IHL among drone operators and policymakers.

The ICRC has also called for greater transparency and accountability in drone opera-
tions, and has emphasized the need for human control and decision-making in order 
to ensure compliance with IHL. The organization has also advocated for the devel-
opment of clear legal frameworks for the use of drones in military operations, and for 
greater efforts to minimize the risk of harm to civilians.

Overall, the unchecked use of drones has highlighted the need for continued efforts 
to ensure that their use in military operations is consistent with the principles of IHL, 
and the ICRC will continue to play a vital role in promoting greater compliance with 
these principles.



How is International Humanitarian Law (IHL) helping curb damages from UAV?

The International Humanitarian Law (IHL) is a set of rules that aim to limit the effects 
of armed conflicts by protecting individuals who are not or no longer participating in 
hostilities, such as civilians and prisoners of war. IHL rules, such as those related to 
the distinction between combatants and non-combatants and the principle of propor-
tionality, play an important role in curbing the potential damages caused by the use of 
UAVs in armed conflicts.

For example, IHL rules require that attacks be directed only at military objectives 
and that any damage to civilians and civilian objects be proportionate to the military 
advantage gained. These rules help to minimize civilian casualties and damage to 
civilian infrastructure that could result from UAV strikes.

Furthermore, IHL rules require that parties to a conflict take all feasible precautions 
to avoid and minimize incidental loss of civilian life, injury to civilians, and damage to 
civilian objects. This includes taking measures to verify that targets are legitimate mil-
itary objectives and that attacks will not cause excessive harm to civilians or civilian 
objects.

The use of UAVs in armed conflicts has led to increased attention and scrutiny of 
these IHL rules. Some argue that the use of UAVs has made it easier to comply with 
IHL rules because they can be more precise and discriminate in their targeting than 
traditional weapons. Others argue that the use of UAVs has made it more difficult to 
comply with IHL rules because they can be operated remotely and may reduce the 
level of situational awareness on the ground.

Overall, the rules created by IHL play an important role in curbing the potential dam-
ages caused by the use of UAVs in armed conflicts, and efforts are ongoing to ensure 
that these rules are adapted and updated to address new technologies and challeng-
es that arise in modern warfare.



Risks of using Unarmed Aerial Vehicles (UAVs)

• Violation of International Humanitarian Law: The use of drones has been criti-
cized for violating International Humanitarian Law (IHL), particularly with regards to 
the principle of proportionality and distinction. The concern is that the use of drones 
can result in disproportionate harm to civilians or non-combatants.

• Psychological impact on operators: Drone operators can be affected by the 
psychological stress of conducting targeted killings, particularly when they are re-
quired to operate drones for long periods of time.

• Technical malfunctions: Drones are complex machines that can experience tech-
nical malfunctions, such as system failures or loss of communication, which can 
result in accidents or unintended consequences.

• Potential for misuse: Drones can be used for malicious purposes, such as terror-
ism, espionage, or assassination. This has raised concerns about the potential for 
drones to be used as weapons of mass destruction or for cyberattacks.

• Lack of accountability: The use of drones can raise accountability issues, as the 
distance between the operator and the target can make it difficult to determine re-
sponsibility for any harm caused.

Case studies

Afghanistan

The issue of the increasing number of civilian casualties caused by drone strikes in 
Afghanistan in 2013 was a major concern. In the interim report by the Special Rap-
porteur, it was noted that, according to the United Nations Mission in Afghanistan 
(UNAMA), confirmed drone strikes appeared to have caused significantly lower levels 
of civilian casualties compared to other aerial attacks carried out by other air platforms 
until the end of 2012. However, this was no longer the case as the figures for 2013 



showed a drastic increase in the number of civilian casualties caused by drone strikes.

In 2013, UNAMA recorded 59 civilian casualties as a result of 19 confirmed drone 
strikes, with 45 fatalities and 14 non-fatal injuries. This represented a threefold in-
crease in the number of recorded civilian casualties from drone strikes compared to 
2012, and a significant increase in the overall number of civilian casualties from aerial 
operations. Drone strikes accounted for almost 40% of the total number of civilian fa-
talities inflicted by aerial attacks carried out by pro-Government forces.

The increasing number of civilian casualties caused by drone strikes was a major 
issue of concern as it raised questions about the safety and security of civilians living 
in conflict zones. The use of drones in military operations was a highly controversial 
topic, as the lack of accountability and transparency surrounding their deployment 
and use posed a significant threat to human rights.

The deployment and use of drones in military operations was a complex issue that 
required a thorough examination of the risks and benefits associated with their use. 
The potential for drones to cause civilian casualties was a major concern, particularly 
in conflict zones where the presence of non-combatants was high. The indiscriminate 
use of drones could result in significant harm to civilians, which was a clear violation 
of international laws and ethical principles.

Yemen

In recent years, the frequency of reported drone strikes in Yemen has been on the 
rise. According to various sources, the United States has conducted at least 86 lethal 



counter-terrorism operations in Yemen since 2009, using remotely piloted aircraft and 
other means, resulting in the killing of up to 500 individuals.

While the majority of those killed are believed to have been individuals with a “contin-
uous combat function” in Yemeni internal armed conflicts, and therefore considered 
legitimate military targets under international humanitarian law, media monitoring or-
ganizations estimate that between 24 and 71 civilians have been killed in confirmed 
drone strikes between 2009 and 2013.

The increase in the frequency of drone strikes in Yemen and the resulting civilian ca-
sualties have raised significant concerns and sparked debates among human rights 
organizations, media outlets, and the general public. The use of drones in military 
operations is a complex and controversial issue, with many arguing that the lack of 
accountability and transparency surrounding their deployment and use poses a signif-
icant threat to human rights.

In 2013, the number of reported civilian casualties from drone strikes in Yemen reached 
a new high, particularly in the final weeks of the year. Despite the efforts of various 
organizations to shed light on the situation and hold those responsible accountable, 
the situation has remained largely unchanged, and the use of drones in military oper-
ations continues to be a source of concern for many.

The increasing number of civilian casualties from drone strikes in Yemen highlights 
the need for greater transparency and accountability in the deployment and use of 
such weapons. It also raises serious ethical and moral questions about the impact of 
military operations on civilians, and the extent to which the principles of international 
humanitarian law are being upheld in such situations.



While the use of drones in military operations has been touted as a more precise and 
efficient means of achieving military objectives, it is clear that the technology has not 
yet reached the level of accuracy and reliability required to fully mitigate the risk of ci-
vilian casualties. Until such time as the technology improves, it is crucial that all actors 
involved in military operations take the necessary steps to ensure that the principles 
of international humanitarian law are upheld and that the rights and safety of civilians 
are protected at all times.

Israel

On January 26, 2014, the Special Rapporteur attended a meeting with representa-
tives from Israel in London, to discuss the issue of targeted killings through the use 
of drones in counter-terrorism operations. The meeting was requested by the Israeli 
government and was attended by the Ambassador of Israel to the United Kingdom 
and the Deputy Attorney-General for International Affairs. During the meeting, the 
Israeli government provided information about their efforts to avoid causing civilian 
casualties during their aerial operations, including the use of advanced warnings and 
measures to minimize harm. They also emphasized that achieving a standard of zero 
civilian casualties goes beyond the requirements of international humanitarian law, 
particularly in areas like Gaza where military targets may be using civilian institutions 
as a base.

The Special Rapporteur also raised concerns about instances in which there were 
credible allegations of civilians being killed or injured as a result of Israeli drone strikes 
in Gaza. Despite these concerns, the Israeli government maintained that their forces 



were taking all necessary measures to minimize harm to civilians. The Special Rap-
porteur requested additional information from the government during the meeting but 
at the time of writing the report, the information had not yet been received

The meeting between the Special Rapporteur and representatives from Israel pro-
vides insight into the challenges surrounding the use of drones in counter-terrorism 
operations, particularly in regards to the impact on civilians. It highlights the difficulties 
in balancing military operations with the protection of human rights, and the impor-
tance of transparency and accountability in decision-making processes involving the 
use of drone technology. The meeting also highlights the ongoing discussions and 
debates surrounding the use of drones in conflict zones, and the need for continued 
examination and consideration of the potential consequences of their use.

Iraq

The first recorded incident of a dogfight between a manned aircraft and an unmanned 
aerial vehicle (UAV) took place in Iraq during the Iraq War. This historic event marked 
the first instance of an unmanned aircraft being shot down in combat by another air-
craft.

The aerial battle occurred between a MiG-25, a military aircraft of the Iraqi Air Force, 
and a U.S. RQ-1 Predator drone. The Predator drone was a type of UAV that was 
commonly used by the U.S. military for reconnaissance and surveillance purposes.

The incident began when the Predator drone was deployed on a mission over Iraq. 
The drone was equipped with cameras and other sensors to gather intelligence and 
transmit real-time data back to its operators. However, as the drone was flying over 



the country, it was detected by the Iraqi military and a MiG-25 fighter aircraft was 
scrambled to intercept the UAV.

The MiG-25 pilot engaged in an aerial battle with the Predator drone and eventually 
was successful in taking down the UAV with a missile. The incident marked the first 
time an unmanned aircraft had ever been shot down in combat by another aircraft and 
was seen as a significant event in the development of UAV technology and their use 
in military operations.

This event highlighted the growing capability of UAVs and the potential threat they 
posed to manned aircraft in combat situations. The use of UAVs had been increasing 
rapidly in recent years and their integration into military operations had been a topic of 
much debate and discussion. This incident marked a turning point in the development 
of UAVs and their use in military operations, and showed the potential for unmanned 
aircraft to play a significant role in future conflicts.

The aftermath of the incident also demonstrated the need for greater cooperation 
and coordination between the military and other stakeholders to ensure the safe and 
responsible use of UAVs in conflict zones. This event raised questions about the eth-
ics and legality of using UAVs in military operations, and the need for clear rules and 
guidelines to govern their use

On September 30, 2011, a missile strike from a unmanned aerial vehicle (UAV) result-
ed in the death of Anwar al-Awlaki, an imam originally from Yemen but with ties to the 
United States. This marked a significant event in the history of UAV usage as it was 
the first time a UAV was used to target and kill an individual who was believed to be 
affiliated with terrorist organizations.

Somalia

On February 24, 2012, a strike carried out by precision-guided munitions took place 
in an area located approximately 60 km south of Mogadishu, in the Lower Shabelle 
region of Somalia. The strike targeted a convoy of vehicles and reports indicate that 
between 4 to 7 fatalities occurred as a result of the operation. Remotely piloted aircraft 
(RPAs) or drones, which were under the control of the United States, are alleged to 
have been involved in the incident



The information concerning the use of RPAs in Somalia was limited and unreliable, 
and this is partly attributed to the security situation in the country. The security situa-
tion in Somalia has severely limited access to certain parts of the country by the me-
dia and has imposed significant constraints on reliable independent reporting.

Despite the limited information available, the Special Rapporteur examined the infor-
mation concerning a number of specific strikes, including the February 24th incident 
in Lower Shabelle region. Out of all the incidents examined, only one met the criteria 
set out in paragraph 34. This finding does not imply that the level of civilian deaths in 
Somalia as a result of the use of RPAs is lower or higher than in other regions. It only 
confirms that there was very little reliable independent evidence of civilian casualties 
in the limited number of strikes in Somalia that have been brought to the attention of 
the Special Rapporteur.

One of the individuals killed in the February 24th strike was Mohamed Sakr, a dual 
Egyptian-British national. His British citizenship had been revoked in 2010 on suspi-
cion of his involvement in terrorism associated with Al Shabaab. However, sources 
conflict on the number and identity of the deceased. One witness identified Maxamed 
Abdullahi, a local tribesman, camel-herdsman, and mediator as among the dead. In-
quiries suggest that he was a civilian.

The use of RPAs in Somalia, and the resulting civilian casualties, remains a contro-
versial issue and highlights the need for increased transparency and accountability 
in the use of such technology. The limited availability of reliable information makes it 
difficult to determine the extent of civilian casualties and to assess the compliance of 
such operations with international humanitarian law (IHL). The importance of respect-



ing human rights and the rule of law in counter-terrorism efforts cannot be overstat-
ed, and further efforts to improve information sharing, enhance border security, and 
strengthen the capacity of Member States to prevent and combat terrorism must be 
made.

Other times of significance

Anwar al-Awlaki was born in Las Cruces, New Mexico, in the United States in 1971. 
He spent his early life in Yemen, but later returned to the United States to pursue high-
er education. He eventually became an imam and gave sermons at several mosques 
in the United States. After the September 11 attacks in 2001, al-Awlaki was investi-
gated by the FBI for his potential involvement in terrorist activities. However, he was 
never charged with any crimes.

In 2006, al-Awlaki returned to Yemen and became a prominent figure in Al-Qaeda in 
the Arabian Peninsula. He was suspected of playing a role in several high-profile at-
tacks, including the attempt to down a U.S. commercial airliner on Christmas Day in 
2009. As a result, the United States government considered him a high-value target 
and placed him on a kill or capture list.



The UAV-launched missile attack that killed al-Awlaki took place in the Al-Jawf prov-
ince of Yemen. According to reports, the strike was carried out by U.S. military forces, 
although the U.S. government has not officially confirmed this. The strike was part of 
a larger effort by the U.S. government to target individuals associated with terrorist 
organizations in Yemen and other parts of the world.

The death of al-Awlaki sparked significant controversy and debate, particularly in the 
United States. Some argued that the U.S. government had violated al-Awlaki’s con-
stitutional rights by targeting and killing him without due process. Others argued that 
al-Awlaki posed a significant threat to U.S. national security and that the strike was 
necessary to protect American lives.

In the aftermath of the strike, questions were raised about the legality and ethical 
implications of targeting individuals with UAVs. Some criticized the use of UAVs as a 
form of extrajudicial killing, arguing that it undermines the principles of international 
law and human rights. Others argued that UAVs provide a necessary tool in the fight 
against terrorism, allowing for precise and effective targeting of high-value individuals 
without putting U.S. troops in harm’s way.

Regardless of one’s perspective on the issue, the death of Anwar al-Awlaki marked a 
significant moment in the history of UAV usage and raised important questions about 
the use of military force in the fight against terrorism. The incident continues to be the 
subject of ongoing debate and discussion among legal experts, human rights advo-
cates, and policymakers.



UN actions

1. The Delhi Declaration is a document that was created with the aim of addressing the 
increasing use of new and emerging technologies by terrorists, including unmanned 
aerial vehicles (UAVs) or drones. Adopted on 29th October 2022, the Declaration is 
not a legally binding document, but it serves as a platform to establish a foundation 
for tackling the issue and highlights the significance of human rights, cooperation be-
tween the public and private sectors, and the engagement of civil society

The Delhi Declaration focuses on the importance of human rights in the face of the 
growing threat posed by drones. The document highlights that the use of drones for 
terrorist purposes must be prevented, but also stresses the need to ensure that mea-
sures taken to do so are consistent with human rights and the rule of law. The Decla-
ration emphasizes the need for due process, transparency, and accountability in the 
use of drones by state actors.

The Declaration also emphasizes the need for public-private partnership in address-
ing the challenge posed by drones. The private sector has a crucial role to play in 
ensuring that drones are developed and used in a manner that is consistent with hu-
man rights and the rule of law. The Declaration calls for close cooperation between 
the public and private sectors, including the sharing of information and expertise, to 
develop and implement measures that can prevent the abuse of drones for terrorist 
purposes.



Civil society organizations have also been invited to play an important role in address-
ing the issue of drone abuse. The Delhi Declaration recognizes the important role that 
civil society can play in promoting human rights, transparency, and accountability in 
the use of drones. The Declaration invites civil society organizations to engage with 
state actors and the private sector to help prevent the abuse of drones for terrorist 
purposes.

The Counter-Terrorism Executive Committee has been invited to develop a set of 
guiding principles based on the Delhi Declaration. These principles will provide further 
guidance on how to address the challenge posed by the abuse of drones for terror-
ist purposes. The guiding principles will emphasize the need for human rights, pub-
lic-private partnership, and civil society engagement, and will provide a foundation for 
states to develop and implement measures to prevent the abuse of drones for terrorist 
purposes.

2. In the year 2022, the United Nations mission in South Sudan (UNMISS) was grant-
ed the authority to use unmanned aerial vehicles, commonly referred to as drones, in 
an effort to protect civilians in the war-torn country. This new mandate was adopted 
by the Security Council as a response to the ongoing civil war in South Sudan, which 
has caused a significant number of fatalities and has resulted in the displacement of 
over two million people.



The civil war in South Sudan has been raging for several years, causing widespread 
destruction and loss of life. The conflict has left hundreds of thousands of civilians 
seeking refuge in United Nations bases, where they are seeking protection from the 
violence and unrest in the country. In light of this, the Security Council felt that it was 
necessary to give UNMISS the ability to use drones in order to better monitor the 
peace agreement and ensure the safety of civilians. 

The use of drones by the UN is not a new concept. In recent years, drones have 
been used by international organizations for various purposes, including surveillance, 
peacekeeping, and humanitarian aid. In the case of South Sudan, the use of drones 
is seen as a way to enhance the ability of UNMISS to monitor the peace agreement 
and ensure the safety of civilians.

The use of drones by the UN is subject to certain guidelines and restrictions. The use 
of force by the UN is governed by the principles of the United Nations Charter and 
international law, including international humanitarian law. The use of drones must 
comply with these principles and must only be used in cases where it is deemed nec-
essary for the protection of civilians.

The new mandate for the use of drones by UNMISS is a significant step forward in the 
efforts to address the ongoing crisis in South Sudan. The enhanced mandate will give 
UNMISS more options for monitoring the peace agreement and ensuring the safety of 
civilians, which is essential in the ongoing conflict. While the use of drones is just one 
aspect of the overall efforts to address the crisis in South Sudan, it is hoped that it will 
contribute to a peaceful resolution to the conflict and a better future for the people of 
South Sudan.



Possible Ways Out

To stop human rights violations through drones, several practical and legal solutions 
can be implemented:

Proper Regulation: Governments can regulate the use of drones by creating laws and 
policies that ensure the protection of human rights and prevent the abuse of drone 
technology. The regulations should include restrictions on the use of drones in popu-
lated areas, privacy protection, and limitations on the use of armed drones.

Transparency and accountability: Drone operators, including the military and law en-
forcement agencies, must be transparent and accountable in their use of drone tech-
nology. This can be achieved by requiring regular reporting on the number of drone 
flights, the locations of drone strikes, and the number of casualties.

Independent oversight: Independent oversight mechanisms, such as a dedicated 
body or a commission, can be set up to monitor the use of drones and ensure compli-
ance with human rights laws and regulations. The commission should have the power 
to investigate incidents and hold those responsible accountable.

International cooperation: International cooperation is essential to prevent human 
rights violations through drones. The United Nations and other international organiza-
tions can play a crucial role in promoting and enforcing international standards for the 
use of drones.

Technological advancements: Technological advancements can also help in reducing 
the risk of human rights violations through drones. For example, the development of 
drone technologies that can identify and avoid populated areas can reduce the risk of 
accidental civilian casualties.

Our Conclusion

The use of unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs), or drones, in warfare has become in-
creasingly common in recent years, raising concerns about their impact on interna-
tional humanitarian law. While there are benefits to the use of drones in warfare, 
including their ability to gather intelligence and conduct targeted strikes with minimal 



risk to pilots, the unchecked use of these weapons can have serious humanitarian 
consequences.

One of the primary concerns with the use of drones in warfare is the potential for civil-
ian casualties. Drones have been known to cause collateral damage, killing innocent 
civilians in addition to their intended targets. This is a violation of international human-
itarian law, which requires that all parties to a conflict take all feasible precautions to 
avoid civilian casualties.

Additionally, the use of drones for targeted killings has raised concerns about due pro-
cess and the right to a fair trial. Without proper oversight, the use of drones for target-
ed killings can lead to extrajudicial killings and the violation of the right to due process.

Moreover, the use of drones can also have a psychological impact on both drone 
operators and the civilian population. Drone operators can suffer from psychological 
trauma as a result of their work, while the constant presence of drones in the skies 
can create a sense of fear and anxiety among civilians.

While there are clear risks associated with the use of drones in warfare, there are also 
benefits. Drones can provide real-time intelligence and surveillance, allowing military 
forces to make more informed decisions and conduct more precise strikes. Drones 
can also reduce the risk to pilots, who would otherwise be flying dangerous missions 
in hostile territory.

However, the benefits of drone use must be weighed against the potential humani-
tarian consequences. International humanitarian law must be upheld, and the use of 
drones must be subject to appropriate oversight and accountability mechanisms to 
ensure that they are being used in accordance with international law.

The use of drones in warfare can be a violation of international humanitarian law if not 
properly regulated. While drones can provide clear benefits in terms of intelligence 
gathering and reduced risk to pilots, the potential for civilian casualties, due process 
violations, and psychological harm must be taken seriously. The international commu-
nity must work together to establish appropriate oversight and accountability mecha-
nisms to ensure that drones are being used in accordance with international law and 
humanitarian principles.



Suggested research framework for delegates

I. Introduction

• Brief overview of the issue and its impact on the country
• Explanation of the country’s stance on the use of UAVs in warfare 
• Identification of key concerns and priorities related to the issue

II. Domestic Policies and Regulations

• Overview of existing policies and regulations related to the use of UAVs in the 
country 

• Assessment of the effectiveness of current policies and regulations 
• Identification of gaps or areas for improvement in current policies and regulations

III. International Legal Framework

• Overview of the country’s adherence to International Humanitarian Law and other 
relevant international treaties and agreements related to the use of UAVs 

• Evaluation of the effectiveness of international legal frameworks in addressing the 
issue 

• Identification of gaps or areas for improvement in international legal frameworks 
related to the use of UAVs in warfare

IV. Military Operations and Practices

• Overview of the country’s current military operations and practices related to the 
use of UAVs in warfare

• Assessment of the impact of UAVs on civilian populations and infrastructure in past 
military operations 

• Identification of best practices and lessons learned from past military operations 
involving UAVs

V. Ethical Considerations and Human Rights

• Examination of the ethical implications of using UAVs in warfare 



• Analysis of the impact of UAVs on human rights, particularly the right to life and the 
right to privacy 

• Identification of measures to minimize the impact of UAVs on human rights and 
ethical considerations

VI. Conclusion and Recommendations

• Summary of key findings and recommendations for addressing the issue of the use 
of UAVs in warfare

• Proposal of specific policies, regulations, or actions to be taken at the domestic 
and international level

•  Explanation of how these recommendations align with the country’s stance and 
priorities related to the issue.

Rules of Procedure

Roll Call

A committee meeting begins with a roll call, without which quorum cannot be estab-
lished. A debate cannot begin without a quorum being established. A delegate may 
change his/her roll call in the next session. For example, if Delegate answers the 
Present in the First session, he can answer Present and vote in the next session when 
the roll call occurs.

During the roll call, the country names are recalled out of alphabetical order, and del-
egates can answer either by saying Present or Present and voting. Following are the 
ways a roll call can be responded in -

Present - Delegates can vote Yes, no, or abstain for a Draft Resolution when
they answer the Roll Call with Present;

Present and voting - An delegate is required to vote decisively, i.e., Yes/No only if they 
have answered the Roll Call with a Present and voting. A Delegate cannot abstain in 
this case.

Abstention - The Delegate may abstain from voting if they are in doubt, or if their 



country supports some points but opposes others. Abstention can also be used if a 
delegate believes that the passage of the resolution will harm the world, even though 
it is unlikely to be highly specific. A delegate who responded with present and voting is 
not allowed to abstain during a substantive vote. An abstention counts as neither “yes” 
nor “no vote”,and his or her vote is not included in the total vote tally.

Quorum

In order for the proceedings of a committee to proceed, quorum (also known as a 
minimum number of members) must be set which is one-third of the members of the 
committee must be present. Quorum will be assumed to be established unless a dele-
gate’s presence is specifically challenged and shown to be absent during the roll call. 
The Executive Board may suspend committee sessions if a quorum is not reached.

General Speakers List

After the agenda for the session has been established, a motion israised to open the 
General Speaker’s List or GSL. The GSL is where all types of debates take place 
throughout the conference, and the list remains open throughout the duration of the 
agenda’s discussion. If a delegate wishes to speak in the GSL, he or she must notify 
the Executive Board by raising his or her placard when the Executive asks for Del-
egates desiring to speak in the GSL. Each country’s name will be listed in the order 
in which it will deliver its speech. A GSL can have an individual speaker time of any-
where from 60-120 seconds. Following their GSL speech, a Delegate has the option 
of yielding his/her time to a specific Delegate, Information Points (questions) or to the 
Executive Board. 

Speakers  List  will  be  followed  for  all  debate  on  the  Topic  Area,  except  when  
superseded  by  procedural motions, amendments, or the introduction of a draft res-
olution. Speakers may speak generally on the Topic Area being considered and may 
address any draft resolution currently on the floor. Debate automatically closes when 
the Speakers List is exhausted. 

Yield



A delegate granted the right to speak on a substantive issue may yield in one of three 
ways at the  conclusion  of  his/her  speech:  to  another  delegate, to  questions,  or  
to  the  Director.  Please  note that only one yield is allowed. A delegate must declare 
any yield at the conclusion of his or her speech.

 
●  Yield  to  another  delegate.   When a delegate has some time left to speak, and 

he/ she doesn’t wish to utili#e it, that delegate may elect to yield the remaining 
speaking time to another delegate. This can only be done with the prior consent 
of another delegate (taken either verbally or through chits).The delegate who 
has been granted the other’s time may use it to make a substantive speech, but 
cannot further yield it.

● Yield to questions. Questioners will be selected by the Executive Board. Fol-
low-up questions will be allowed only at the discretion of the Director. The Direc-
tor will have the right to call to order any delegate whose question is, in the opin-
ion of the Director, rhetorical  and leading and not designed to elicit information. 
Only the speaker’s answers to questions will be deducted from the speaker’s 
remaining time.

●  Yield to the EB. Such a yield should be made if the delegate does not wish his/
her speech 

to be subject to questions. The moderator will then move to the next speaker. 

Motions

Motions are the formal term used for when one initiates an action. Motions cover a 
wide variety of things.

Once the floor is open, the Chairs will ask for any points or motions. If you wish to 
bring one to the Floor, this is what you should do:

● Raise your placard in a way that the chair can read it
● Wait until the Chair recognizes you
● Stand up and after properly addressing the Chair(“:hank you, honourable Chair” 

or something along these lines), state what motion you wish to propose
● Chairs will generally repeat the motions and may also ask for clarification. Chairs 



may do this if they do not understand and may also ask for or suggest modifica-
tions to the motion that they feel might benefit the debate.

Every motion is subject to seconds, if not otherwise stated. To pass a motion at least 
one other nation has to second the motion brought forward. A nation cannot second 
its own motion. If there are no seconds, the motion automatically fails. 
If a motion has a second, the Chair will ask for objections. If no objections are raised, 
the motion will pass without discussion or a procedural vote. In case of objections, a 
procedural vote will be held. The vote on a motion requires a simple majority, if not 
otherwise stated.

While voting upon motions, there are no abstentions. If a vote is required, everyone 
must vote either “Yes” or “No”. If there is a draw on any vote, the vote will be retaken 
once. In case there are multiple motions on the Floor, the vote will be casted by their 
Order of Precedence. If one motion passes, the others will not be voted upon any-
more. However, they may be reintroduced once the Floor is open again. 

During a moderated caucus, there will be no speakers’ list. The moderator will call 
upon speakers in the order in which the signal their desire to speak. If you want to 
bring in a motion for a moderated caucus, you will have to specify the duration, a 
speakers’ time, a moderator, and the purpose of the caucus. This motion is subject to 
seconds and objections but is not debatable. 

In an unmoderated caucus, proceedings are not bound by the Rules of Procedure. 
Delegates may move around the room freely and converse with other delegates. This 
is also the time to create blocks, develop ideas, and formulate working papers, draft 
resolutions, and amendments. Remember that you are required to stay in your room 
unless given permission to leave by a Chair.
 
During the course of debate, the following points are in order:

● Point of Personal Privilege: Whenever a delegate experiences personal dis-
comfort which impairs his or her ability to participate in the proceedings, he or 
she may rise to a Point of Personal Privilege to request that the discomfort  be 
corrected. While a Point of Personal Privilege in extreme case may interrupt a 
speaker, delegates  should use this power with the utmost discretion. 



● Point of Order: During the discussion of any matter, a delegate may rise to a 
Point of Order to indicate an instance of  improper  parliamentary  procedure.  
The  Point  of  Order  will  be  immediately  decided  by  the Director in accor-
dance with these rules of procedure. The Director may rule out of order those 
points  that  are  improper.  A  representative  rising  to  a  Point  of  Order  may  
not  speak  on  the substance of the matter under discussion. A Point of Order 
may only interrupt a speaker if the speech is not following proper parliamentary 
procedure. 

● Point of Parliamentary Enquiry: When the floor is open, a delegate may rise to 
a Point of Parliamentary Inquiry to ask the EB a question regarding the rules 
of procedure. A Point of Parliamentary Inquiry may never interrupt  a  speaker.  
Delegates  with  substantive  questions  should  not  rise  to  this  Point,  but  
should  rather  approach the committee staff during caucus or send a note to 
the dais. 

● Point of information: After a delegate gives a speech, and if the delegate yields 
their time to Points of Information, one Point of Information (a question) can be 
raised by delegates from the floor. The speaker will be allotted the remainder of 
his or her speaking time to address Points of Information. Points of Information 
are directed to the speaker and allow other delegations to ask questions in rela-
tion to speeches and resolutions.

● Right to Reply: A delegate whose personal or national integrity has been im-
pugned by another delegate may submit a Right of Reply only in writing to the 
committee staff. The Director will grant the Right of Reply and his or her dis-
cretion and a delegate granted a Right of Reply will not address the committee 
except at the request of the Director. 

Draft Resolution

Once  a  draft  resolution  has  been  approved  as  stipulated  above  and  has  been  
copied  and distributed,  a  delegate(s)  may  motion  to  introduce  the  draft  reso-
lution.  The  Director,  time permitting, shall read the operative clauses of the draft 
resolution. A procedural vote is then taken to determine whether the resolution shall 



be introduced. Should the motion received the simple majority required to pass, the 
draft resolution will be considered introduced and on the floor. The Director, at his or 
her discretion, may answer any clarificatory points on the draft resolution. Any sub-
stantive  points  will  be  ruled  out  of  order  during  this  period,  and  the  Director  
may  end  this clarificatory  question-answer  period’  for  any  reason,  including  time  
constraints.  More  than  one draft  resolution  may  be  on  the  floor  at  any  one  time,  
but  at  most  one  draft  resolution  may  be passed per Topic Area. A draft resolu-
tion will remain on the floor until debate  on that specific draft resolution is postponed 
or closed or a draft resolution on that Topic Area has been passed. Debate on draft 
resolutions proceeds according to the general Speakers List for that topic area and 
delegates may then refer to the draft resolution by its designated number. No delegate 
may refer to a draft resolution until it is formally introduced. 
 
Amendments

All amendments need to be written and submitted to the executive board. The format 
for this is authors, signatories and the clause with mentioning the add, delete and re-
place. There are two forms of amendment, which can be raised by raising a 9otion for 
amendment and approval of the chair=  

Friendly Amendments: Amendment,which is agreed upon by all the author’s does not 
require any kind of voting

Unfriendly Amendments: Amendments that are introduced by any other need not be 
voted upon by the council and are directly incorporated in the resolution. You need a 
simple majority in order to introduce a normal amendment. 

BODY of Draft Resolution

The draft resolution is written in the format of a long sentence, with the following rules: 
● Draft resolution consists of clauses with the first word of each clause underlined. 
● The next section, consisting of Preambulatory Clauses, describes the problem 

being addressed, recalls past actions taken, explains the purpose of the draft 
resolution, and offers support for the operative  clauses  that  follow.  Each 
clause  in  the  preamble  begins  with  an  underlined  word  and ends with a 
comma. 



● Operative Clauses are numbered and state the action to be taken by the body. 
These clauses are all  with  the  present  tense  active  verbs  and  are  generally  
stronger  words  than  those  used  in  the Preamble. Each operative clause is 
followed by a semi-colon except the last, which ends with a  period. 

 
SAMPLE POSITION PAPER 

Committee : UNDP 
Country : Chad 
Topic : Women in Development 
 
The delegation of Chad is delighted to participate in the United Nations Develop-
ment Programme (UNDP) committee to address the critical issue of Women in De-
velopment. As a nation committed to promoting human rights, we believe that gender 
equality is a fundamental right that must be upheld and protected. We are committed 
to creating an environment in which women are treated equally, and their contribu-
tions to society are recognized and valued.

Chad recognizes that gender inequality is a significant problem that affects many 
women in our country. Women are often unable to access education, financial man-
agement, and even awareness of their rights. The lack of education, forced early mar-
riage, and culturally based constraints have led to bigger problems such as unpaid 
overtime work, and women are left in an unpleasant condition.

The government of Chad is committed to solving this problem by providing an envi-
ronment in which women are accepted and treated equally. We believe that UNDP 
should engage in social and cultural activities to create a “model community” in dif-
ferent villages, and education is one of the projects. We also believe that developing 
an option such as night school or another flexible-in-time and free school would be 
helpful in providing education to young girls who are stolen away from school and 
compelled to work or marry due to financial difficulties.
The delegation of Chad also believes that basic financial education is crucial to em-
power women to seek out services or products that are effective and capable of han-
dling them. We would aid them in obtaining credit and a better and safer loan. We also 
believe that women should function as entrepreneurs in their town or group, which 
would create new, independent employment opportunities.



We understand that achieving gender equality is a gradual process and requires a 
collaborative effort. We are committed to advocating for our position to our own peo-
ple and actively participating in UNDP programs regarding gender equality and wom-
en’s empowerment. We believe that by working together, we can create a safer and 
more secure environment for women and ensure that their contributions to society are 
recognized and valued.

In conclusion, Chad is committed to promoting gender equality, and we look forward 
to working with our fellow delegates to address the issue of Women in Development. 
We urge all member states to recognize the importance of this issue and take the nec-
essary steps to ensure that women are treated equally, and their rights are protected.

Sample Draft Resolution 
 
Draft Resolution 101 
 
Committee: United Nations General Assembly 
Topic: Addressing the Global Issue of Climate Change 
 
Sponsors: India, France, Canada, Germany, Brazil 
Signatories: United States, China, Japan, Russia, South Africa 
 
The General Assembly, 
 
Recognizing the growing threat of climate change to global security and stability, 
 
Noting with concern the increasing frequency and intensity of extreme weather 
events, rising sea levels, and other harmful impacts of climate change, 
 
Emphasizing the need for immediate action to reduce greenhouse gas emissions 
and mitigate the effects of climate change, 
 
Calls upon all member states to implement measures to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions and transition to clean energy sources; 
 



Encourages the establishment of international funding mechanisms to support 
developing countries in their efforts to mitigate and adapt to the effects of climate 
change; 
 
Urges member states to work together to develop and share new technologies to 
reduce emissions and increase energy efficiency; 
 
Calls for increased public education and awareness-raising campaigns to promote 
the importance of taking action on climate change; 
 
Establishes a UN Climate Change Task Force to facilitate international cooperation 
on addressing the issue of climate change, including sharing best practices and col-
laborating on research and development of new technologies; 
Requests the Secretary-General to report annually to the General Assembly on 

progress made towards addressing climate change.


