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Executive Board’s Message 

Welcome to the fifth simulation of the  United Nations General Assembly, the 
Disarmament and Security Council(DISEC). We as the executive board for DISEC at 
WELMUN’19 are looking forward to an extraordinary level of expression of 
diplomacy and intellectual debate during the course of the committee proceedings.   

This year at WELMUN, we will be discussing two agendas in DISEC:  

Primary Agenda: Countering Terrorism with emphasis on preventing financing, 
arms trade and enhancing international regulations  

Secondary Agenda: Challenges of deepening and sustaining democracy in 
developing countries, with special emphasis on Hybrid Regimes and Competitive 
Authoritarianism 

As the executive board, our aim in the committee would be to create an environment, 
which is conducive to debate. Therefore, we would limit our role to moderating the 
discussion rather than actively intervening, and will do the latter only when there is 
an urgent necessity. We would strongly advise the delegates to research in the best 
possible manner as that would help them in leading the debate and take the 
committee forward in the right direction. The Executive Board, at any point of time 
may ask the delegates for the sources of information they are using in the committee. 
We will also be giving a fairly high weight-age to questioning and analysis as that 
tells us how attentive a delegate is.  

Although we expect everyone to be well versed with the Rules of Procedure, the first 
timers must not get intimidated by the formality of the committee, because at the end 
of the day, it is the content and manner of the debate that matters.  

Feel free to contact the Executive Board regarding anything.
(chair.disec@welhamboys.org) 

Position Paper Deadline: 25th July 2019 

Looking forward to meeting you this August. 

      Chirag Bansal 

        

Sanshray Ghorawat  Shubhankar Dhulia  Argha Gupta  Kartik Tripathi  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Nature of Reports and Evidences in Council  
Evidence or proofs from the following sources will be accepted as credible in the 
committee:  

1. News Sources  

a) REUTERS – Any Reuters’ article which clearly makes mention of the fact stated or 
is in contradiction of the fact being stated by another delegate in council can be used 
to substantiate arguments in the committee.  

However, Reuters reports claiming to quote any individual affiliated in any manner to 
any government may not necessarily reflect the views of that government in totality. 
For example, at times the office holding individuals venture out for lectures, talks, 
discussions and etc. wherein they tend to express things which that be a 
contravention/extension of the policy they hold. So we need to take into consideration 
the time and space dimension of such views and also the chronology of what they 
spoken or what their government policy was post and prior to this.  

Thus, Reuters report can be denied by any member state subject to their policy and it 
is only when the report is accepted by the government that it shall be admitted as 
persuasive proof.  

b) State operated News Agencies – These reports can be used in the support of or 
against the State that owns the News Agency. These reports, if credible or substantial 
enough, can be used in support of or against any country as such but in that situation, 
they can be denied by any other country in the council.  

2. Government Reports 

These reports can be used in a similar way as the State Operated News Agencies 
reports and can, in all circumstances, be denied by another country. However, a 
nuance is that a report that is being denied by a certain country can still be accepted 
by the Executive Board as credible information.  

3. UN Reports 

All UN Reports are considered as credible information or evidence for the Executive 
Board.  

Please note that under no circumstances will sources like Wikipedia (http://
www.wikipedia.org/) Amnesty International (http://www.amnesty.org/) or newspapers 
like The Guardian (http://www.guardian.co.uk/) Times of India (http://
timesofindia.indiatimes.com/) be accepted in the Council. 
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Agenda: Countering Terrorism with emphasis on 
preventing financing, arms trade and enhancing 
international regulations 

INTRODUCTION 

The threat of violent extremism terrorism has always been an issue for discussion, 
debate and deliberations. There is a need to join forces to prevent all types of 
extremism that lead to violence by blocking the terrorists’ finances and preventing 
arms trade. This becomes a viable deterrent to terrorism, since it prevents the loss of 
valuable lives and other resources that would rather be put to other productive uses. 
Moreover, more should be done to strengthen international regulations. The illicit 
arms trade, which is mainly the result of inter-state wars, causes many issues, some 
becoming major contributions to the displacement of civilians and as a result 
undermine respect for international humanitarian law. When working on enhancing 
international regulations, countries can sign treaties, work together and be held 
responsible in order to stop and prevent financing and arms trading to terrorist 
groups. According to the United Nations Office for Disarmament Affairs , the trade of 
illegal arms, often happening between countries and terrorist organisations involved 
in proxy wars in vulnerable regions is a significant contributor to terrorism. Illegal 
and irresponsible handling of these weapons is the main cause of human suffering. 

Arms Trade Treaty — 2013 (ATT) 

The landmark Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) that was adopted in 2013, by an overwhelming majority in 
the General Assembly, aims at establishing international norms for the conventional arms trade, and 
to reduce irresponsible handling of weapons by nations. The ATT entered into force on 24th 
December 2014. The ATT is a very important step/treaty for ensuring a safer environment for the 
United Nations and other organisations as well. Since the illicit arms trade or the unregulated and 
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irresponsible arms transfers leads to regional instability, conflicts and prevents or slows down 
social, economic and even political development and in some cases leads to terrorist empowerment, 
the ATT was created to prevent such things from happening; to stop the unregulated and 
irresponsible arms transfers. ATT implementation actions may include adopting adequate 
legislation, setting up arms export control systems, establishing oversight processes, and improving 
the management of stockpiles. To this effect, it is envisaged that there will be considerable 
assistance available, including through the UN, to help States Parties build such capacity.” 

Implications for the United Nations 

The United Nations, in its work to assist people all over the world, is confronted everyday with the 
negative impact of lax controls on the arms trade. The ATT will: 

• Reduce the violence against millions of civilians in conflict-ridden regions;  
• Help create a conducive environment for the United Nations to carry out its mandates in the areas 

of humanitarian assistance, peacekeeping, peace-making and post-conflict peace-building and the 
promotion of the Millennium Development Goals;  

• Foster a safer environment for humanitarian actors operating in volatile areas across the globe.” 

Counter-Terrorism Committee 

The CTC is headed by the Counter-Terrorism Committee Executive Directorate (CTED). It is 
responsible for policymaking, expertise assistance and helps reduce terrorism. It expects signatories 
to implement the following:  

• Stop financing directed towards terrorism. This will reduce the number of cases related to 
terrorism.  

• Freeze any funds suspected to be promoting the illegal handling of weaponry.  
• Share any information with related governments on any groups that are planning to commit 

terrorist acts.  
• Cooperate with other governments through all investigations and arrests for any individuals 

involved in the illegal acts of this nature.  
• Suppress active and passive aid for terrorism under local laws and make sure the perpetrators pay 

for their actions.  
• The resolution also calls on other nations to become signatories of this treaty and help stop 

terrorism worldwide. 

Working methods:  

The work of the CTC and CTED includes:  
1. Country visitations to evaluate any progress to the treaty and give any assistance that might be 

necessary.  
2. Technical assistance to the signatories in terms of funds to help connect countries in expertise 

and other programs.  
3. Country reports to give clear accountability of the counter-terrorism situation to each of the 

signatories. 
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4. Best practices to attract more signatories and encourage members to observe discipline.  
5. Special meetings in order to encourage excellent cooperation. 

DEFINING TERRORISM 

According to Jonathan R. White, Terrorism is a pejorative term. A pejorative term is a term that is 
fraught with negative and derogatory meanings. When people use this term, they characterise and 
categorise their enemies’ actions as something evil and lacking human compassion. Terrorism is 
considered worse than war, torture, or murder.  

People tend to believe that terrorism existed before the word itself was invented, and is a deep 
rooted issue that has plagued human society for long. There are many definitions of terrorism but 
not a universally approved one.  

Here are a few from the chapter on “What Is Terrorism?” by Jonathan Matusitz, featuring 
definitions by various scholars and institutions:  

• Walter Laqueur: “Terrorism is the use or the threat of the use of violence, a method of combat, or 
a strategy to achieve certain targets... It aims to induce a state of fear in the victim, that is ruthless 
and does not conform to humanitarian rules... Publicity is an essential factor in the terrorist 
strategy.” 

• Bruce Hoffman: “Terrorism is ineluctably political in aims and motives, violent—or, equally 
important, threatens violence, designed to have far-reaching psychological repercussions beyond 
the immediate victim or target, conducted by an organisation with an identifiable chain of 
command or conspiratorial cell structure (whose members wear no uniform or identifying 
insignia), and perpetrated by a sub-national group or non-state entity.” 

•  League of Nations Convention Definition of Terrorism (1937): terrorist acts are “all criminal acts 
directed against a State and intended or calculated to create a state of terror in the minds of 
particular persons or a group of persons or the general public.” 

• U.S. Department of Defence Definition of Terrorism: terrorism refers to “the calculated use of 
unlawful violence or threat of unlawful violence to inculcate fear; intended to coerce or to 
intimidate governments or societies in the pursuit of goals that are generally political, religious, or 
ideological” 

• Arab Convention for the Suppression of Terrorism: terrorism is “any act or threat of violence, 
whatever its motives or purposes, that occurs in the advancement of an individual or collective 
criminal agenda and seeking to sow panic among people, causing fear by harming them, or 
placing their lives, liberty or security in danger, or seeking to cause damage to the environment or 
to public or private installations or property or seeking to occupy or seize them, or to jeopardise 
national resources. 

Clearly, it is very difficult to adopt one single universal definition of terrorism, that is acceptable to 
all institutions. Since every country or nation defines it differently, this explains why certain 
countries define some groups as terrorist groups whereas others do not. To conclude, despite the 
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long-term existence of terrorist acts, there is not an agreed definition of it. However, the most 
accepted definition universally defines terrorism as the use of violence to create fear for political, 
religious or ideological reasons, or to propagate one’s agenda by political, religious or ideological 
mobilisation. 

TERRORISM FINANCING 

Terrorism Financing was described as follows; Terrorist financing provides funds for terrorist 
activity, that may include, mobilisation, recruitment and trade of weapons. It may involve funds 
raised from legitimate sources, such as personal donations and profits from businesses and 
charitable organisations, as well as from criminal sources, such as the drug trade, the smuggling of 
weapons and other goods, fraud, kidnapping, trafficking and extortion.  

According to the International Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism, 
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in resolution 54/109 of 9 December 1999, 
if “any person commits an offence within the meaning of this Convention, if that person by any 
means, directly or indirectly, unlawfully and wilfully, provides or collects funds with the intention 
that they should be used or in the knowledge that they are to be used, in full or in part, in order to 
carry out an act which constitutes an offence or any act that is intended to cause death or serious 
bodily injury to a civilian/or multiple civilians.” As a result, according to Article 4, each State Party 
shall adopt such measures as may be necessary:-  

(a) To establish, as criminal offences under its domestic law the offences set forth in article 2;  
(b) To make those offences punishable by appropriate penalties which take into account the grave 

nature of the offences.  

As set by the United Nations, the above mentioned measures are the international regulations 
regarding terrorism and illegal weaponry financing. Other laws regarding financing include;  
1. Complete disapproval of all finance transactions on terrorism in individual countries.  
2.  Bringing all cases associated with the financing of terrorists to justice.  
3.  Preventing purchase of any illegal weaponry.  
Shutting down all ways that the perpetrators might use to finance themselves.  

It is a criminal offence to finance terrorism as stated in the Division 103 of the Criminal Code Act 
1995, a compilation of articles regarding a plethora of criminal acts. It does not matter if the funds 
were used to finance an attack that failed to happen, if there were multiple attacks or if someone 
was not directly involved in the attack. Financing terrorism has enabled this illegal act to prosper in 
most of the countries in the world. The United Nations came up with regulations to curb such acts, 
in the resolution 54/109. All member states are expected to cooperate and stop financing terrorists. 
Finances are any form of money, be it electronic or digital, transit or static, tangible or intangible. 
The law clearly provides ways to deal with criminals that are financing terrorism. For instance, the 
Australian Transactions and Reports Analysis Centre (AUSTRAC) is an Australian organisation that 
monitors the entire amount of money in the banks of the nation. This helps Australia to control 
terrorism financing. Other countries also have their ways to monitor the cash flow in various banks.  
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TERRORISM AND POVERTY 

Poorly regulated, and proliferation of illegal global trade of conventional arms and ammunition 
results in conflict, poverty and mass abuse of human rights.   

According to OXFAM, the poorly regulated arms trade impedes socio-economic development. It is 
estimated that armed violence costs Africa $18 billion per year. This is approximately equivalent to 
the annual sums of development aid for the entire continent. Armed conflict shrinks an African 
nation’s economy by 15 per cent. Violence and instability, and the crime levels to which they 
contribute discourage outside investment.  
Nearly one million of the 7–8 million firearms produced every year are lost or stolen.  

In addition, corruption in the defence industry is estimated to cost $20 billion per year. Corruption 
is estimated to be around 50 percent in the United States. Corruption and bribery lead to higher 
transactional and hidden costs, often representing a high percentage of the contract total value for 
the companies, as explained by the Transparency International (UK) .  

Extreme poverty rates have been reduced over the years. Despite this, some individuals still live on 
less than $1.25 a day, with others at risk of falling back to this amount too. Poverty is best described 
as severe hunger experienced by individuals, poor education, social discrimination, inability to 
engage in decision-making and lack of other basic rights. Economic growth must provide 
sustainable jobs for citizens and promote equality. New sustainable development goals state that by 
2030 extreme poverty should be eradicated .  

Despite this, terrorism has contributed to the abuse of human rights and promotes conflicts. All 
nations around the world should join hands in the fight against terrorism through strict legislation 
and laws, creating, therefore, a safer place for the next generations. 

BLOC POSITIONS ON THE AGENDA 

Due to the fact that terrorism affects almost all nations around the world and considering that many 
countries were victims and faced extremist terror attacks, it is difficult to divide the countries into 
certain bloc positions. For this reason, it is better to address this from a geographical point of view, 
which, more or less, reflects the policies of the countries regarding terrorism. These are as follows:  

Western Powers  
This bloc consists of nations that could be characterised as being more liberal. It includes the 
countries of the European Union, as well as the United States of America. Due to their similar 
views, they could be considered as the US-led coalition. In fact, in February 2015, the President of 
the USA stated that the United States is leading over 60 partners in a global campaign to degrade 
and ultimately defeat the Islamic State of Iraq and the Levant (ISIL) in Iraq and Syria, including by 
working to disrupt the flow of foreign fighters to those countries, while keeping pressure on 
alQaida. Furthermore, the United Kingdom and France have also made clear statements about their 
position on terrorism, declaring that they are open to cooperation and alliance to fight terrorism and 
to create, work on and strengthen the current regulations. Other than this, many other regional and 
international organisations have constantly been fighting to keep the horrors of terrorism at bay, and 
to ensure peace. 
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African Coalition 
The African Union involvement in this issue is clearly evident, as the countries of the sub-Saharan 
Africa faced major terrorist attacks, and are constantly plagued by other socio-economic hindrances 
such as trafficking, illegal trading in businesses and kidnapping by terrorist organisations such as 
the Boko Haram. The African Union will play a key role in being part of the solution to this issue. It 
is also essential that the African nations unite and cooperate in order to find a solution.  

East Asia and Pacific Cooperation  
Countries in East Asia work in order to weaken the operational ability of terrorist groups in the 
region. These countries also “constrained the activities of large terrorist organisations” in 2014. The 
Japanese government continues “to participate in international counter-terrorism efforts at 
multilateral, regional, and bilateral levels. Malaysia also demonstrated its political will, at the 
highest levels of government, to confront the threat of terrorism ”. As a result of terror attacks in 
China, the country’s attention to counter-terrorism is increasing. China held 12 bilateral dialogues 
on counter-terrorism in 2014. Moreover, Australia maintained its position as a regional leader in the 
fight against terrorism. India also has continuously spoken up against acts of terrorism, ever since 
the Uri attacks in 2016 and the very recent Pulwama attacks of 2019. 

To conclude, it is necessary to highlight the fact that the aforementioned blocs are only examples of 
possible coalitions. It is up to States to expand and enhance these blocs, respecting their policies but 
by remaining flexible, as diplomatic rules demand. Sharing a similar position, all blocs stand 
against terrorism with the same goal of ending terrorism or at least minimising terror attacks, since 
almost every country has faced a terror attack. The only major difference that can be witnessed is 
that of tackling the issue of deterring the funding of terrorist organisations. 
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QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER 

1. Should we hold our morale grounds for terrorists? 
2. How to tackle state-sponsored terrorism? What do you understand by it? 
3. What all human rights are violated while countering terrorism?  
4. Do we need to rework the framework to tackle terrorism. If yes, then 

regarding which particular aspects?  

 
 ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___  
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Agenda: Challenges of deepening and sustaining 
democracy in developing countries, with special 
emphasis on Hybrid Regimes and Competitive 
Authoritarianism 

INTRODUCTION 

The post–Cold War world has been marked by the proliferation of hybrid political regimes. In 
different ways, and to varying degrees, polities across much of Africa, post-communist Eurasia, 
Asia and Latin America combined democratic rules with authoritarian governance during the 1990s. 
Scholars often treated these regimes as incomplete or as forms of democracy that were transitioning 
towards stronger democratic frameworks. Yet in many cases, these expectations proved overly 
optimistic. Particularly in Africa and the former Soviet Union, many regimes have either remained 
hybrid or moved in an authoritarian direction. Therefore, our perspective of such regimes needs to 
change. Recent academic writings have produced a variety of labels for a multitude of cases of 
hybrid regimes, including not only the phrase “hybrid regime”; but also “semi-democracy,” 
“pseudo-democracy,” “illiberal democracy,” “semi-authoritarianism,” “soft authoritarianism,” and 
other such terminology. The gist of it all is that in the status quo, rather than seeing them for what 
they are on the surface, hybrid regimes are also being seen as separate cases. Yet much of this 
literature suffers from two important weaknesses. 

Although some hybrid regimes underwent democratic transitions in the 1990s, a majority moved in 
a distinctly authoritarian direction. Still, others either remained stable or moved in multiple 
directions, making the unidirectional implications of the word “transitional” misleading. For 
example, El Salvador, Latvia, and Ukraine were all hybrid regimes in the early 1990s, and each 
received combined political rights and civil liberties score of six or “Partly Free”—from Freedom 
House in 1992–93. Yet these regimes differed in fundamental ways. Whereas in Latvia the key 
undemocratic feature was the absence of citizenship rights for people of Russian descent, in El 
Salvador the main undemocratic features included substantial human rights violations and the 
absence of civilian control over the military. Ukraine possessed both universal citizenship rights and 
a civilian-controlled military, but civil liberties were frequently violated and incumbents routinely 
abused or manipulated democratic procedures.  

Hence, although each of these cases could be categorized as “hybrid,” “semi-democratic,” or “partly 
free,” such labels obscure crucial differences—differences that may have important implications. 
Different mixes of authoritarian and democratic features have distinct historical roots, and they may 
have different implications for economic performance, human rights, and the prospects for 
democracy. The ramifications for developing nations in Africa and Eurasia are huge, and the 
presence of a “hybrid regime” may adversely affect their economic and political ties with developed 
nations. Hence, the onus on DISEC is to provide a more democratic direction to these nations. 
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COMPETITIVE AUTHORITARIANISM 

One of the many cases of the presence of a “hybrid regime” is “competitive authoritarianism”. In 
layman's terms, competitive authoritarianism can be defined as a regime that is democratic in 
appearance, but authoritarian in nature. We may also further this definition by saying that this term 
refers to a civilian regime in which democratic institutions exist in form but not in essence because 
the electoral, legislative, judicial, media and other institutions are so heavily skewed in favour of 
current power holders. In competitive authoritarian regimes, existing democratic institutions are 
seen as ducts to consolidate power, with blatant disregard for constitutional rules. Incumbents 
violate those rules so often and to such an extent, however, that the regime fails to meet 
conventional minimum standards for democracy. Some very prominent and recent examples of such 
regimes are Serbia under Slobodan Milosevic and Russia under Vladimir Putin. Though, like 
pseudo-democracies, these administrations were defined as “diminished democracies”, but the 
recent revelations in the academic society have now changed that paradigm, and hence, now we 
may refer to these regimes as “diminished” forms of authoritarianism.  

The critical difference between modern democracies and hybrid democracies can be reduced to four 
minimum, yet critical criteria: 

• Executives and legislatures are chosen through elections that are open, free, and fair.  

• Virtually all adults possess the right to vote.  

• Political rights and civil liberties, including freedom of the press, freedom of association, and 
freedom to criticise the government without reprisal, are broadly protected.  

• Elected authorities possess the real authority to govern, in that they are not subject to the tutelary 
control of military or clerical leaders.  

These criteria give us a summation of what a fully functioning democracy should look like. Even 
though full-fledged democracies may seldom violate these criteria; they are not broad enough to 
impede the prosperity of the democratic apparatus, and hence it ensures that a healthy and 
competitive democracy sustains. On the other hand in competitive authoritarian regimes, these 
violations are widespread and do enough to skew power in favour of the government. Inevitably, 
this cycle of repression and infringement leads to the widespread practice of authoritarian schemes 
throughout the nation.  Although elections are regularly held and are generally free of massive 
fraud, incumbents routinely abuse state resources, deny the opposition adequate media coverage, 
harass opposition candidates and their supporters, and in some cases manipulate electoral results. 
Journalists, opposition politicians, and other government critics may be spied on, threatened, 
harassed, or arrested. Members of the opposition may be jailed, exiled, or even assaulted or 
murdered. Regimes plagued by such abuses cannot be called democratic. Competitive 
authoritarianism must, therefore, be distinguished from unstable, ineffective, or otherwise flawed 
types of regimes that nevertheless meet basic standards of democracy. 
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CLOSED AUTHORITARIANISM 

We have taken the liberty of also defining what a completely authoritarian administrations look like, 
and we will leave it to you to interpret how a closed authoritarian state is different from a semi-
autocratic nation. Also, once again, we can, of course, consider closed authoritarianism as the 
opposite of democracy. 

Though a slight oversimplification, a closed authoritarian state can be referred to as a state 
lacking any democratic infrastructure. Elections and civil liberties such as freedom of speech 
and assembly are either “non-existent or reduced to facade status”. Here again, the North 
Korean regime may be the easiest example - North Korea technically holds elections, but it is 
commonly understood in the international community that any election results are completely 
falsified and controlled by Kim Jong Un’s government.  

Similarly, in closed authoritarian states, the opposition is heavily repressed. Political arrests, 
executions, and exiles are common, effectively silencing the opposition. Again, delegates should 
note that this definition is perhaps tied to a negative value judgment. Authoritarian states are in part 
defined by their abusive nature and flagrant disregard of human rights. It is critical that delegates 
consider what arguments have existed in favour of authoritarianism through the ages. While 
authoritarians frequently seize power in coups or wars, in other cases they do so with their people’s 
blessing. Closed authoritarian states are sometimes seen as restoring stability and functionality to 
countries wracked by economic collapse or domestic terrorism. 

In short, while we often subscribe to a dichotomy of “democracy is good, authoritarianism is bad”, 
countries around the world challenge this idea each and every day. Indeed, even Western academics 
and news outlets have in the past argued that post-conflict, disorganized nations such as Iraq in 
2003 are “not ready for democracy”. The unfortunate, implied conclusion of this is that these 
countries would in fact function better under some sort of authoritarian state, whether that be led by 
a foreign occupier or internal strongman. Democracy, perhaps, is not for everyone. 

DIFFERENTIATING BETWEEN DEMOCRACIES AND HYBRID 
REGIMES 

Democratic features found in a competitive authoritarian regime include elections and the 
protection of basic civil liberties. These governments willingly hold regular elections in which 
opposition forces are allowed to campaign-very, unlike completely authoritarian regimes. Yet these 
elections are often plagued by voter fraud, ballot forgeries, and the intimidation of opposition 
forces, quite similar to a completely authoritarian state.  

Incumbents also retain a disproportionate and unfair share of resources, including media access. At 
times, the government will also siphon off state money to pay for lavish reelection campaigns. 
Donors to the opposition may lose government contracts or be investigated and unfairly fined by tax 
collectors. As a combination of such nefarious tactics, the government drastically outspends its 
opponents to a degree that they cannot hope to keep up. Critically, all these efforts do not extend so 
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far as to render the election a complete sham - further insulating the regime against allegations of 
abuse. 

In terms of civil liberties, while a fully authoritarian regime liberally abuses its citizens’ civil 
liberties, competitive authoritarian regimes still protect these liberties to at least some extent. 
Opposition forces can meet and protest in public, and the media is not entirely state-run or owned. 
Yet clear tinges of authoritarianism can be spotted - the opposition and independent media “are 
subject to harassment, arrest, and in some cases, violent attacks”. 

Academicians also observe that many other political scientists have referred to hybrid regimes as 
transitional democracies, illustrating how many of these states were once under the control of the 
Soviet Union or other colonial powers, and are “transitioning” to full democracies. Transitional 
democracy is a more loaded term, however, as it signifies the assumption that the government will 
naturally shift away from its more authoritarian tendencies and practices. Yet, it needs to be 
remembered that, while some states may peacefully and smoothly bolster their democratic 
institutions over time, transitions away from competitive authoritarianism - if they do take place - 
are often the product of social or economic collapse. And in many cases, competitive authoritarian 
regimes move in the opposite direction towards further authoritarianism, as in the case of Russia. 

It is important to note that authoritarianism can take many forms, of which competitive 
authoritarianism is just one. Yet across the board, political scientists have found that populations of 
authoritarian states suffer from heightened rates of mental illness, lower life expectancies, lower 
education levels, and slower economic growth. Given its ill effects, it is shocking that 3.97 billion 
people in 94 countries live under some form of an authoritarian state. Authoritarianism is not an 
isolated evil to be combatted and stamped out -- it is still somewhat of a global status quo. 

Given how pervasive authoritarianism is around the world, it is perhaps unsurprising that the 
international community has done little to address it. There are huge economic and geopolitical 
advantages to democratic nations turning a blind eye to their more oppressive neighbours and trade 
partners. A multitude of nations that could be categorised as competitive authoritarian at some point 
in their histories is a testament to how difficult it has been for other countries to speak up against 
this governmental system. 

UNITED NATIONS ON HYBRID REGIMES 

While in its daily workings the United Nations shows a ready willingness to work with authoritarian 
states- consider the presence of China and the Russian Federation as permanent members of the 
Security Council- the United Nations proclaims that “democracy is a universally recognised ideal 
and is one of the core values and principles of the United Nations.” Competitive authoritarianism is 
thus contrary to at least the official mission of the UN. 

The United Nations works to promote democracy through numerous bodies, including the UN 
Development Programme, the UN Democracy Fund, and the Office of the High Commissioner for 
Human Rights. The UNDP alone receives US$1.5 billion per year to assist in building democratic 
governments around the world. The UN states that it promotes democracy by assisting governments 
in enforcing checks and balances, developing laws that guarantee civil liberties such as freedom of 
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speech and assembly, and supporting independent electoral agencies. It has provided electoral 
training, monitoring, and advisory support to over 100 countries since 1991 alone. The General 
Assembly has also stated that “democracy is a universal value”, and the 2030 Agenda for 
Sustainable Development, adopted in 2015, declares that democracy is “essential for sustainable 
development”. 

The United Nations draws further precedence for its stated commitment to democratic principles 
from the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which states that “the will of the people 
shall be the basis of the authority of government”, and the 1966 International Covenant on Civil and 
Political Rights (ICCPR) which guarantees freedom of expression, association, assembly and the 
right to universal suffrage in regular elections. 

While the official UN statement on democracy paints an altogether rosy picture of democratic 
processes around the world, astute delegates will undoubtedly question how the UN can promote 
these values when so many of its members are undemocratic and show little desire to change. 
Competitive authoritarian regimes, in particular, seem cleverly designed to find the loopholes in the 
above precedents in international law. If “the will of the people” determines a government’s 
legitimacy, what happens when the people in essence vote against a democracy? Many competitive 
authoritarian regimes are legitimately preferred by the people- at least, at first.  

ICCPR (INTERNATIONAL COVENANT ON CIVIL AND POLITICAL 
RIGHTS) 

While deliberating the agenda, the ICCPR is an important document to be considered. The 
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) is one of three documents that 
make up the International Bill of Rights, together with the Universal Declaration on Human 
Rights and the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR). 
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States party to the ICCPR recognise that ‘the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable 
rights of all members of the human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the 
world,’ 
  
The ICCPR defines basic rights, such as the right to life (Article 6), freedom from torture and cruel, 
inhuman or degrading treatment (Article 7), freedom from slavery (Article 8), the right to liberty 
(Article 10) and the right to respect for privacy and family (Article 17). 
What do States party to the ICCPR actually promise to do? States’ obligations are divided into three 
parts – states agree: 

• to respect human rights – that is, not to violate the rights in the ICCPR;  

• to protect the enjoyment of rights – against violations by third parties, such as other individuals or 
corporations; and  

• to fulfil individuals’ rights – to take steps to create an environment in which rights can be fully 
achieved.  

The ICCPR was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly in 1966. Now, there are 169 state 
parties. Yet even though, the ICCPR has been successful in setting up a seemingly concrete 
framework to ensure that governments provide their citizens with all the basic political rights; it still 
leaves some gaping holes that need to be covered.  

Competitive authoritarian states may also check many of the boxes required by the ICCPR. 
Freedoms of expression and assembly technically exist, and elections are regular and relatively free, 
but that does not actually reveal the fact that even though the media in these states may be operating 
without censorship, it may still be operated by the state and, hence be biased; further tilting the 
power skew towards the authoritarian governments. 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER 

1. Is democracy the desired pathway for every nation? 
2. Is it possible to create a framework that eases democratisation in hybrid 

regimes? If yes, how? 
3. Can a nation thrive with a pseudo democratic administration?  
4. How different is closed authoritarianism from pseudo democracy? 

 ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___ ___  

Welham Boys’ School Model United Nations 19 Background Guide

UNGA : Disarmament and International Security 


	Table Of Contents

