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Opening Issue 16th of November2019 

Dear readers, 
 

Welcome to the 15th annual 

MEDIMUN workshop! We 

wish that you will take the 

opportunity to take with you 

everything MEDIMUN has 

to offer and enjoy this 

unique experience. You will 

benefit vastly from enhanc-

ing your knowledge of cur-

rent affairs and meeting new 

and intriguing people that 

have common, or even con-

tradicting, views and opin-

ions, regarding what’s pres-

ently happening around the 

world.  

Welcoming this year’s topic 

on climate change, which is 

undoubtedly a concerning 

and critical issue to address, 

we want to boost your 

knowledge on the matter as 

it affects us and future gener-

ations. It precisely aims to 

engage and inspire the dele-

gates, as well as everyone 

else involved, to take ac-

tions, find solutions and en-

courage sustainable develop-

ment. As the Earth’s climate 

is now changing faster than 

any historical point of mod-

ern civilization, we hope to 

embolden youth participa-

tion and activism in local 

and national initiatives to 

create sensible, active citi-

zens who genuinely care 

about the future of our planet 

and its sustainability.  

While you are busy saving 

the planet from its variant 

issues, like global warming, 

pollution and the extinction 

of hundreds of animal spe-

cies in the ecosystem, you 

will simultaneously gain 

valuable skills that will in 

essence provide a break-

through for successfully 

achieving your aspirations 

for the years to come. 

Hence, we truly wish that 

you have an exciting and 

pleasurable experience at 

your GAs and committees! 

When times of trouble arise, 

have in mind that the public 

information committee will 

be there to guide you, the 

sales committee is there for a 

mini shopping spree, the 

admin staff and approval 

panel to allow your views 

and opinions to be expressed 

freely in your resolutions, 

the photography committee 

to capture your finest mo-

ments including your most 

fashionable choices and 

freezing them in time. Let’s 

not forget the food and cater-

ing committee which will 

provide you with energy to 

get through the day! Note 

that without the help of the 

IT, public and advertising, 

and preparations committees 

this conference would have 

never been able to take 

place, so they should receive 

equal respect and apprecia-

tion. Let us nourish this new 

beginning as an opportunity 

to leave your mark behind 

and make the change you 

want to see in the world! 

 

 

 

 

Your editors,  

Eva Michael 

Stella Panou 

Chloe Tserioti 
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Article on GA1 

Lucilia Demetriou, GA1 

General assembly 1, the peacemaking assembly, focuses on establishing peace and preventing any major armed conflicts 
between two different nations, or even within one nation. This assembly consists of an in-depth examination of internation-
al issues that may lead to conflict and instability with the sole purpose of eliminating them.  

 The warming Arctic is a rising issue that demands 

some attention. Naturally, one would be eager to find 

solutions and prevent this issue altogether, however, it 

is important to consider how we got here in the first 

place.  

 In August 2007, Russian submersibles dived 

down 14 000 feet to the bottom of the Arctic Ocean and 

planted a flag made of titanium at the North Pole. At the 

time, 2007 was one of the warmest years on record and 

as a result, the Arctic summer ice pack shrunk more 

than it has ever done in the past. Russia’s interest in 

what lay beneath the ice pack had grown and thus  it 

placed a symbolic claim on whatever may be hiding 

there. Nations all around the world knew that ice was 

melting and started to take action, however, vested in-

terest lay at the root of their interest.  

 The more ice melts, the more access Arctic Na-

tions, like Russia, have to the various oils and other fos-

sil fuels that lay beneath it. However, Arctic Nations 

have had conflicting reactions to this phenomenon, as 

Russia and Norway have been the most proactive na-

tions, spending heavily on natural gas and oil infrastruc-

ture. For example, Russia’s ice-capable fleet is the larg-

est in the world with a total of 61 icebreakers and ice-

hardened ships with another 10 under construction.  

 As mentioned previously, not every Arctic nation 

has taken the same approach as Russia. The U.S, Cana-

da and Denmark focus less on their northern territories. 

This is mainly due to the fact that the Arctic does not 

have much to offer to countries like the U.S, whereas 

countries like Russia don’t have their own New York 

City and thus they consider the Arctic as a strategic fu-

ture resource base. Russia maintains 27 operational mil-

itary bases above the Arctic Circle, which is more than 

double the number it had before the events of 2007. In 

contrast, the U.S keeps just one base in the Arctic - an 

air force installation on borrowed ground in Greenland. 

These conflicting reactions to the warming Arctic have 

caused many to describe the Arctic as a kind of Wild 

West or as the cause of a potential Cold War 2.0.  

 However, that being said, Canadian and U.S forc-

es, together with other members of NATO, are regularly 

training for cold weather conflicts, proving that there is 

an overall awareness of this rising issue. A massive op-

eration called Trident Juncture, imagined a scenario in 

which northern Norway is invaded, encouraging allies 

to rush to its defence, proving how extreme practising 

in the north can be - as the military forces need to get 

accustomed to the drastic temperature.   

 As far as solutions are involved, some experts 

point to the South Pole as a model for what could be 

possible in the Arctic as an international treaty has pre-

served peace in Antarctica. For the time being, howev-

er, many military and political analysts claim that we 

are safe from a second Cold War since, as said by Gen-

eral Mike Nixon, ‘if it came to war in the Arctic, you’d 

really be fighting two enemies’ and the most dangerous 

and violent of them would be the cold. Nixon claims 

that Russia’s Arctic military activity lies well below 

Cold War Levels and proceeded to dismiss any idea of 

potential invasions. The Cold is too severe and deposit-

ing a flag at the bottom of the sea is one thing, but send-

ing troops across the ice is quite drastically, another. 

Warming Arctic creating a second cold war  
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Article on GA2 

Eleni Protopapa, GA2 

Providing Affordable and Clean Energy In Developing Countries 

 Renewable energy technology 

has been viewed as a costly luxury 

that only the developed world can 

afford. However, many smaller de-

veloping countries are advancing 

clean energy by reforming their en-

ergy policies and investing in sus-

tainable infrastructure. The U.N.’s 

number one Sustainable Develop-

ment Goal to end extreme poverty by 

2030 depends on clean, affordable 

energy. Three billion people still lack 

access to clean energy solutions and 

suffer from dangerous levels of air 

pollution; approximately one billion 

people do not have electricity. While 

affordable energy access is at the 

crux of development and poverty re-

duction, it is also a double-edged 

sword. Energy production currently 

accounts for 60 percent of global 

greenhouse gas emissions, and poo-

rer countries generally bear the 

burden of climate change.  

 Notable progress has been 

made on energy access in recent 

years, with the number of people liv-

ing without electricity dropping to 

roughly 840 million from 1 billion in 

2016 and 1.2 billion in 2010. India, 

Bangladesh, Kenya and Myanmar 

are among countries that made the 

most progress since 2010. However, 

without more sustained and stepped-

up actions, 650 million people will 

still be left without access to electric-

ity in 2030. With 572 million, rough-

ly 90%, of them living in sub-

Saharan Africa. To connect the poor-

est and hardest to reach households, 

off-grid solutions, including solar 

lighting, solar home systems, and 

increasingly mini grids, will be cru-

cial. Globally, at least 34 million 

people in 2017 gained access to basic 

electricity services through off-grid 

technologies. Almost three billion 

people remain without access to 

clean cooking fuels in 2017, residing 

mainly in parts of Asia and Sub-

Saharan Africa. This lack of clean 

cooking access continues to pose se-

rious health and socioeconomic con-

cerns. Under current and planned 

policies, the number of people with-

out access would be 2.2 billion in 

2030. 

 Renewable energy accounted 

for 17.5% of global total energy con-

sumption in 2016 versus 16.6% in 

2010. Renewables have been in-

creasing rapidly in electricity genera-

tion but have made less progress into 

energy provision for heat and 

transport. A substantial further in-

crease of renewable energy is needed 

for energy systems to become afford-

able, reliable and sustainable, focus-

ing on modern uses. As renewables 

become mainstream, policies need to 

cover the integration of renewables 

into the broader energy system and 

take into account the socio-economic 

impacts affecting the sustainability 

and pace of the transition. Yet as the 

population continues to grow, so will 

the demand for cheap energy, and  

economies reliant on fossil fuels are 

creating drastic changes to our cli-

mate. Investing in solar, wind and 

geothermal power, improving energy 

productivity, and ensuring energy for 

all is vital if we are to achieve af-

fordable and clean energy by 2030. 

Expanding infrastructure and up-

grading technology to provide clean 

and more efficient energy in all 

countries will encourage growth and 

help the environment.   

Here are some notable examples of less developed counties that have made significant 

progress in providing clean energy: 

 In order to bring electricity to rural areas and reduce poverty, Kenya’s government has been 
investing heavily in renewable energy. It is now one of the top eight countries for geother-
mal production in the world.  

 Costa Rica blew the world away in 2015 when electricity from renewable resources pow-
ered it for 75 days straight. Using hydropower, wind and geothermal energy, it now utilizes 
clean energy for 95 percent of its electricity needs. However, oil consumption is increasing 
as the country develops and more of the population can afford to buy cars.  

 Since 2008, the Philippines has invested in 384 renewable energy projects. It has installed 
more than 1,100 megawatts of wind and solar energy in the last few years.  

 Bhutan is the world’s first carbon-negative country. Thanks to its massive tree cover, it has 
become a carbon sink. Being a carbon sink means that Bhutan absorbs over six million tons 
of carbon annually while only producing around 1.5 million tons. 

 Between 2015 and 2017, Jordan added 730 megawatts of solar and wind plants.  

 Along with 40 other countries, South Africa has instituted a carbon tax. It expects that re-
newable energy will take over for coal as prices for solar generators continue to drop.  

 The recent General Climate Change Law and a $90 million investment in removing clean 
energy barriers is setting Mexico up to increase clean electricity to 35 percent by 2024  
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Article on GA3 

Lara Tokar, GA4 

LGBTQ+ Rights and Military Service 

 LGBTQ+ individuals have the right to serve in the 

military in some countries including most of the industrial-

ised Western countries and some others including Brazil, 

Chile, South Korea, South Africa and Israel. However, ac-

cepting these people into the military does not necessarily 

mean that they will not receive discrimination from wider 

society. For example, although all people regardless of their 

sexuality are accepted into the Israeli Defense Force, half of 

the LGBTQ+ soldiers in the IDF admit to having suffered 

violence and homophobia.  

 When it comes to intersex people, their right to serve 

becomes vaguer and changes depending on the country. 

Some countries such as Australia fully accept intersex people 

into the army whereas others like the USA do not.  

 In the past, we have seen LGBTQ+ people both wel-

comed into the army and shunned from it. However, these 

issues have come back up on the surface after the United 

States banned transgender people from serving the army in 

2019 as President Trump once argued on Twitter; “Our mili-

tary must be focused on decisive and overwhelming … vic-

tory and cannot be burdened with the tremendous medical 

costs and disruption that transgender in the military would 

entail.” 

 Transgender people, had only been allowed into the 

United States’ army in 2016 and there were up to 15,000 

transgender people serving when the ban came to place. This 

was not the first time the USA was oppressive towards 

LGBTQ+ individuals in the army either due to Clinton’s in-

famous “Don’t ask Don’t tell” policy which was lifted by 

Obama’s administration in 2016. This act prohibited any 

LGBTQ+ individual from disclosing their sexual orientation 

(if they were openly a member of the LGBTQ+ community, 

they would be discharged from the army) yet kept the milita-

ry from initiating investigations to prove the sexuality of a 

member of the military. This was intended as a compromise 

between those who wanted to remove the ban that had pre-

viously kept LGBTQ+ people out of the army and those who 

wanted to keep the ban. LGBTQ+ activists called it “an im-

perfect step forward” at the time.  

 Historically, homosexual behaviour in the military in 

many countries was considered a criminal offence. There are 

various accounts of trials for homosexuality followed by ex-

ecutions of members of the Knights Templar in the 14th cen-

tury and British Sailors during the Napolenic wars. However, 

official bans on LGBTQ+ military service began in the 20th 

century.  

 Although history tends to be against LGBTQ+ mili-

tary service, there are multiple cases where the LGBTQ+ 

was welcomed into the army dating as far back as to ancient 

Greece and Rome where homosexual behaviour among the 

soldiers was encouraged as it was believed to increase unity, 

bravery and morale. An example of this is the Sacred Band 

of Thebes, which was a military unit from 378 B.C. that con-

sisted of about 300 male lovers who were known for their 

effectiveness in battle. Same-sex relationships were also 

prevalent among the Samurai class in Japan and practiced 

between an adult and a younger apprentice.  
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Güzay Özverir, GA4 

Do you know what the meaning of euthana-

sia is? Euthanasia is defined by one diction-

ary as "an act or method of causing death 

painlessly, so as to end suffering." Volun-

tary euthanasia is the "ending of the lives of 

persons at their informed request and free 

consent". Including the cases of; 

 asking for help with dying 

 refusing burdensome medical treatment 

 asking for medical treatment to be 
stopped, or life support machines to be 
switched off 

 refusing to eat 

 simply deciding to die 

Voluntary euthanasia is divided into 3 types:  

I. Indirect euthanasia 

II. Assisted euthanasia 

III. Direct euthanasia 

Indirect euthanasia is "allowing death to 

occur without a direct link between the ac-

tion, intent, and result." This can be provid-

ing treatment (usually to reduce pain) that 

has the side effect of speeding the patient's 

death.  

Assisted euthanasia means "another person 

providing the means or assisting someone 

with self-killing”. It may be something as 

simple as getting drugs for the person and 

leaving those drugs within their reach. 

Direct euthanasia means "when life is ended 

actively and intentionally as the result of a 

specific action”.  Direct euthanasia can be 

done actively or passively. Active euthana-

sia, is when death is brought about by 

an act. For example when a person is now 

dead as results of receiving painkillers in 

extreme amounts, overdosing. Passive eu-

thanasia is when death is brought about by 

an omission. Prime example, when someone 

lets the person die. This can be by with-

drawing or withholding treatment: 

 Withdrawing treatment: for example, 
switching off a machine that is keep-
ing a person alive, so that they die of 
their disease. 

 Withholding treatment: for example, 
not carrying out surgery that will 
extend life for a short time. 

Traditionally, passive euthanasia is thought 

of as better than active euthanasia. But some 

people think active euthanasia is morally 

better. 

Like every other topic there are arguments 

on this topic too.  

 Those in favour of euthanasia argue 

that a civilised society should allow people 

to die in dignity and without pain, and 

should allow others to help them do so if 

they cannot manage it on their own. They 

say that our bodies are our own, and we 

should be allowed to do what we want with 

them. Therefore, it is wrong to make anyone 

live longer than they want. In fact making 

people go on living when they don't want to 

violates their personal freedom and human 

rights. It’s immoral, they say, to force peo-

ple to continue living in suffering and pain. 

They add that as suicide is not a crime, eu-

thanasia should not be a crime. Death is a 

private matter and if there is no harm to 

others, the state and other people have no 

right to interfere (a libertarian argument). 

Allowing people to die may free up scarce 

health resources (practical argument). Eu-

thanasia happens anyway (a utilitarian or 

consequentialist argument). Euthanasia sat-

isfies the criterion that moral rules must be 

universalisable (philosophical argument). 

 Religious opponents of euthana-

sia believe that life is given by God, and 

only God should decide when to end it. 

Most religions disapprove of euthanasia. 

Some of them absolutely forbid it. The Ro-

man Catholic Church, for example, is one of 

the most active organisations in opposing 

euthanasia. Virtually all religions state that 

those who become vulnerable through ill-

ness or disability deserve special care and 

protection, and that proper end of life care is 

a much better thing than euthanasia.  

 Religions are opposed to euthanasia 

for a number of reasons. Death is one of the 

most important things that religions deal 

with. All faiths offer meaning and explana-

tions for death and dying; all faiths try to 

find a place for death and dying within hu-

man experience. For those left behind when 

someone dies religions provide rituals to 

mark death, and ceremonies to remember 

those who have died. Religions provide un-

derstanding and comfort for those who are 

facing death. Religions regard the under-

standing death and dying as vital to finding 

meaning in human life. Dying is often seen 

as an occasion for getting powerful spiritual 

insights as well as for preparing for whatev-

er afterlife may be to come. So it's not sur-

prising that all faiths have strong views on 

euthanasia. 

 Others fear that if euthanasia was 

legalised, the laws regulating it would be 

abused, and people would be killed who did 

not really want to die. Whereas, those in 

favour of euthanasia think  that there is no 

reason why euthanasia  can't be controlled 

by proper regulation, but they acknowledge 

that some problems will remain. For exam-

ple, it will be difficult to deal with people 

who want to implement euthanasia for self-

ish reasons or pressurise vulnerable pa-

tients into dying. This is not different from 

any other crime. The law prohibits theft, but 

that doesn't stop bad people stealing things 

(practical argument). 

 There are ethical arguments on the 

topic of euthanasia. Euthanasia weakens 

society's respect for the sanctity of life. That 

accepting euthanasia accepts that some lives 

(those of the disabled or sick) are worth less 

than others. Voluntary euthanasia is the start 

of a slippery slope that leads to involuntary 

euthanasia and the killing of people who are 

thought undesirable. Euthanasia might not 

be in a person's best interests. Euthanasia 

affects other people's rights, not just those of 

the patient. 

 Anti-euthanasia arguments suggest 

that a proper palliative care makes euthana-

sia unnecessary. Allowing euthanasia will 

lead to less good care for the terminally ill; 

 Allowing euthanasia undermines the 
commitment of doctors and nurses to 
saving lives, giving them too much pow-
er 

 Euthanasia may become a cost-effective 
way to treat the terminally ill 

 Allowing euthanasia will discourage the 
search for new cures and treatments for 
the terminally ill 

It  exposes vulnerable people to pressure to end 
their lives; 

 Moral pressure on elderly relatives by 
selfish families 

 Moral pressure to free up medical re-
sources 

 Patients who are abandoned by their 
families may feel euthanasia is the only 
solution 

 According to historical arguments, 

voluntary euthanasia is the start of a slippery 

slope that leads to involuntary euthana-

sia and the killing of people who are thought 

undesirable 

 Overall voluntary euthanasia should 

be allowed as people should be able to with 

dignity and without pain. It can also be con-

trolled if proper regulations are implement-

ed. We should empathise with those suffer-

ing and the only way that we can stop suf-

fering is that granting them the right to 

choose whether to live or die. 

Voluntary Euthanasia 
Article on GA4  
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http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/religion/religion.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/regulation_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/regulation_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
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http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/volinvol.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/volinvol.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/against/against_1.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/volinvol.shtml
http://www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/volinvol.shtml
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Article on the Historical Council 

 Would you have ex-
pected the supporters of nuclear 
power to have the same approach 
after the accident? Their support 
system and will to defend disap-
peared all of a sudden – those who 
were against in the first place were 
more powerful now. In other words, 
those who claimed to be the sup-
portive of nuclear energy appeared 
to be scared and confused by the 
news. Bearing in mind the great 
risks of nuclear power, most of the 
views towards the issue were nega-
tive. The residents of the region 
of Gäyle, were reported to be the 
most exposed and worried due to 
the disaster. Twice as much as oth-
ers! On the other hand, people 
lacked any detailed awareness of 
the accident as they were not in-
formed by their government. It may 
be through political interference at 
the time that the majority of the 
population in many countries did 
not demand clear-cut changes in 
energy policies. It is another exam-
ple of how the politicians master the 
skill of blinding society’s eyes. 
Black or white. Some oppressors 
know how to play the game, as to 
always benefit. How? The infor-

mation given to the public was con-
sidered to be “insufficient”.  
 

According to research, the 
level of opposition to nuclear power 
increased significantly after the in-
cident in Finland, Yugoslavia, and 
Greece from around 30-40% to 60-
75% in total. Austria, West Germa-
ny and Italy also faced considerable 
increases from around 45-60% to 70
-80% in total. Therefore, it was not 
surprising that the proportion of cit-
izens who were opposed to domes-
tic nuclear programs spiked imme-
diately after the accident, resulting 
in the government having to re-
evaluate these programs. 

However, this rise in anti-
nuclear sentiment was short-lived 
for some countries following the 
nuclear accident. According to a 
national survey, after the first year 
of the nuclear fallout, most people 
who were supporters of nuclear en-
ergy before the incident came to 
support these programs again. Alt-
hough this may be the case, those 
who support domestic nuclear pro-
grams still expect changes to poli-
cies including improving systems 
for emergency response in prepara-
tion for possible future accidents. 

Following increased anti-
nuclear sentiments and concerns 
regarding public safety of nuclear 
programs, most countries decided to 
adopt policy changes in their corre-
sponding domestic nuclear pro-
grams and agreed on revised inter-
national policies. For instance, the 
Dutch parliament suspended plans 
to build two additional nuclear reac-
tors, Sweden confirmed its intention 
of eliminating nuclear energy, and 
West Germany decided to set up a 
Federal Ministry for Environment 
and Reactor Safety. From these ex-
amples, it appears that the funda-
mental nuclear policies of many of 
these countries were not altered 
since they were mostly geared to-
wards the phasing out of nuclear 
energy already or that their deci-
sions to not utilize nuclear power 
were strengthened. In addition, 
there were countries that remained 
supportive of nuclear energy but 
their expansion plans were deceler-
ated. Therefore, increased public 
concern caused governments to re-
consider nuclear programs and re-
vise safety protocols so that they 
were more stringent and ensured 
safety. 

 April 26, 1986 marked the day of the most disastrous accident in the history of the nuclear industry. The 
nuclear accident that took place 33 years ago still carries its consequences to this day.  

Hüseyin Mermercioğlu, Historical Council 

The Chernobyl Catastrophe 
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Article on the Security Council 

Stefanie Mannari, Security Council 

The Maldives; a small South Asian country locat-

ed in the Arabian Sea of the Indian Ocean. Known for its 

extraordinary views and breath-taking landscapes, it truly 

is an island paradise. Nevertheless, on Monday February 

5th, 2018, a serious political crisis erupted in the capital 

Malé, shocking the entire island. Armed forces blockaded 

and stormed the Supreme Court, arresting ex-president 

Maumoon Abdul Gayoom and two other justices, follow-

ing President Abdulla Yameen’s orders. The President de-

fied a Supreme Court ruling ordering the release of former 

president and opposition leader Mohamed Nasheed from 

exile, and eight other political prisoners after unfair con-

viction. He instead declared a 15-day state of emergency, 

granting him all the power he needed to dispatch the mili-

tary to the Supreme Court, and suspending the Parlia-

ment’s authority to remove the president by force. The 

news shook the whole nation, also receiving reactions 

from foreign countries and the UN. 

Yameen claims he acted solely to prevent a coup, 

although multiple reasons could have caused Yameen’s 

crackdown. The court’s decision was a precedent for what 

could have been an intense presidential election in the near 

future; if the opposition could run. Nasheed, the first dem-

ocratically elected president of the Maldives, had hinted of 

his plan to run for president again, something, which the 

court had allowed him to do, so exactly following their 

ruling. He claims he was forced to step down from his pal-

ace as President, held at gunpoint by Abdulla Yameen’s 

men, who later on wrongfully convicted and exiled him. 

Moreover, recent investment deals closed with Saudi Ara-

bia and China could have boosted Yameen’s confidence 

through 

the crisis. 

Responses worldwide indicated support for the 

opposition, calling for the President to lift the state of 

emergency immediately. Nasheed himself has commented 

on the government’s actions, calling them “brazenly ille-

gal” and requesting “President Yameen resigns immediate-

ly.” UN Human Rights chief Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein ac-

cused Yameen of trying to destroy democracy, and current 

Prime Minister of the UK, Boris Johnson, described the 

crisis as “deeply worrying,” also calling on the president to 

lift the state of emergency. The National Security Council 

also tweeted that the White House stands with the Maldivi-

an people. In a statement, India encouraged its neighbour 

to abide by the law, and the U.S issued a stern criticism of 

Yameen’s actions, hoping that once and for all his unjust 

behaviour was punished. The impact on the world was 

massive, countries immediately issuing travel warnings to 

their citizens, that it was not safe until the situation was 

fully resolved. 

President Yameen’s disobedience could in fact 
lead to other serious issues. The negative image he has 
created for the Maldives and the concerns people now 
have for their safety there could significantly decrease the 
island’s tourism. This would have major consequences, 
since tourism is the largest industry in the Maldives, and 
accounts for most of the country’s GDP. His actions could 
also cause the severing of ties with other countries, due to 
the lack of trust he has projected everywhere, and them not 
wanting to be associated with an unfair and selfish dicta-
tor, who has taken his entire country down with him. If a 
solution doesn’t shine through soon, the Maldives could be 
in serious trouble. 

The state of the future of the Maldives  

President Yameen 
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Article on the Security Council 2100 

Marios Falekos, SC2100 

Imagine the world in 2100. What would the world 

look like? How will we affected by the issues of climate refu-

gee crisis? Consider this; Climate related displacement is one 

of the greatest challenges of our era. This mostly, affects 

LEDCs as they rely on the primary sector, which is vulnerable 

to natural hazards. Hence, this means that as the primary 

sector becomes less reliable because of the decline of crops, 

and as a result  more and more people are forced to leave 

their homes. It is estimated that by the middle of the 21st 

century, 150-200 million people are forced to leave their 

homes. 

 We need to address this global issue concerning all of 

us, as research indicates that the Earth’s climate is changing 

at a rate that has exceeded most scientific forecasts. Despite 

the global magnitude of this issue, environmentally induced 

displacement, is not covered by the 1951 Refugee Conven-

tion on the grounds that climate refugees are not fleeing 

persecution: a requirement needed to fulfil the traditional 

‘refugee’ model when applying for resettlement in another 

country. Complexities of defining the term are described as 

the idea of human displacement because of climate change 

is a comparatively recent concept, predominantly emerging 

in accordance to the rapid and destructive effects of Global 

Warming. Global Warming, overwhelmingly as a result of 

human activity, has had enormous and irreversible effects on 

our climate, with the five warmest years on record taking 

place since 2010. This could affect Africa and poorer nations 

the hardest such as Mali, a poor state with an ongoing war. 

Mali is struggling with both the mutinying Malian soldiers 

who were not happy with the rebellion of the Tuareg people, 

launched various attacks in various locations in the capital, 

Bamako, including the presidential palace, leading to War 

refugees as well as dealing with climate change and the 

problems of agriculture leading to the climate refugee crisis. 

 This recent phenomenon is closely associated to the 

rising sea levels, which mostly affect European countries. It 

creates concerning issues includes water shortages, crop 

failures which will lead to famines, and rising temperatures. 

People living in the most disadvantaged places on Earth – 

who have contributed the least to the climate crisis – are 

also the first to face its effects.  

The devastating storms in Mozambique, the severe 

droughts in Somaliland that have killed most of the livestock, 

and the insufferable heatwaves in India are just the begin-

ning and if we continue to pump greenhouse gases into the 

atmosphere, it will cause serious problems. Despite the fact 

that most of the refugees are migrating internally, from rural 

to urban areas, or are moving to neighbouring countries, this 

is just a taste of things to come. UN special rapporteur on 

poverty and human rights warned recently of a future 

“climate apartheid”  

Is that the future we want? Is this the reality of what 

our world can become? It is time to take matters into our 

hand and allow our planet to thrive. 
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Marilia Magnitis, SCCC 

Article on the Special Committee on Climate Change 

Greenhouse gases such as carbon dioxide and 

water vapour trap infrared radiation from sunlight, 

which is known as the greenhouse effect, a natural 

phenomenon that keeps the Earth habitably warm. 

Industrialisation and globalisation have created ex-

cessive and rapidly increasing greenhouse gas emis-

sions which overheat the Earth, gradually making it 

uninhabitable due to many more extreme weather 

events occurring and rising sea levels from melting 

ice caps. These consequences are exacerbated by de-

forestation as well and other effects include acid rain 

that acidifies soil and aquatic environments, making 

them unsuitable habitats for organisms and also cor-

roding some buildings. Overall, immoderate 

amounts of greenhouse gases lead to the destruction 

of ecosystems and the extinction of species, and  

possibly, eventually the fall of the human race which 

depends on this optimal, unparalleled and invaluable 

planet. 

It is thus essential to reduce the emissions of 

greenhouse gases, and align our actions to prevent 

scenarios such as the hothouse earth scenario that 

scientists predict if the current rate of emissions con-

tinues. Twenty countries are responsible for at least 

three-quarters of the world's greenhouse gas emis-

sions, with China, the USA and India at the top of 

the list, while 100 international corporations alone 

are responsible for over 70% of all global emis-

sions. However, the USA refutes these facts and 

their impact. At the same time shareholders of these 

profit-making corporations benefit from the emis-

sions and thus are reluctant to use their power to 

tackle the issues that arise.  

Current target setting measures include the 

Kyoto Protocol and the Paris Agreement and some 

specific solutionss are monitoring systems, use of 

renewable energy sources, improvement in energy 

efficiency, pollution permits and carbon tax sys-

tems. 

Those large scale issues and potential solu-
tions relating to GHG emissions don’t disburden  
society itself, as it’s the core of this global problem. 
Lack of awareness or simply interest is unacceptable  
for this issue, as many small changes from many 
people can make a big difference, especially in such 
a dynamic world as we live in. The contribution of 
individuals in gas emissions is major, due to both 
direct and upstream emissions, as every market aims 
at satisfying consumers’ material and energy de-
mands in order to gain profit. Remarkably, the live-
stock sector contributes 80% of all GHG emissions 
of food production and it’s also responsible for 15% 
of total GHG emissions on a global scale. There’s 
some acknowledgement though, as more than 2500 
cities are listed on the Non-state Actor Zone for Cli-
mate Action (NAZCA) and their efforts are appreci-
ated. Unfortunately, since global production chains 
continue to expand and emissions exceed cities’ ter-
ritories, this lessens the effects of those efforts, so 
cross city and country methods could be implement-
ed - if politically possible. Generally, GHG foot-
prints give an indication of the amount of emissions 
and must be taken into consideration and must be 
improved in order to effectively limit GHG emis-
sions. 

GREENHOUSE GASES  
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Get to know the Managers  
“WHEN YOU HAVE 30 MINUTES OF FREE-TIME, HOW DO YOU PASS THE TIME?" 

“I sleep.” 

~Vasiliki Karagiorge 

“Either exercise or paint” 

~Ioanna Antoniou 

“I watch GNTM” 

~Rafaella Hadjicosti 

“Most of the time I enjoy listening 
to music or playing the guitar.” 

~Markos Zevlaris 

“I’ll probably either try to read 
some blog on codeforces.com or 
try to solve a programming task                                  

~ Christos Falas 

“Most probably a power nap, but 
if I miss GNTM episodes… I try to 

catch up during those 30 

minutes”  ~Kristia Christou 

“I read a book” 

~Odysseas Hilides 

“Catch up with my friends” 

~Chloe Tserioti 

“Whenever I have free time, I 
watch Criminal Minds and play 
with my dog, Ceasar. There's 

nothing better than that”                                           

~ Christina Constantinidou 

“I would play the piano or 
watch YouTube videos.” 

~Eva Michael 

“I would listen to music, drink 
some iced coffee and draw on my 

wall” 

~Stella Panou 

“Hmm I barely have time, but 
if I do it’s gossip time with my 

best friend”                                                   

~Lygia Kazamia 
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Humans of MEDIMUN 

For more  visit 

our blog at  

www.medimun.com  
and at 
https://
medi-

blog606827162.wordpress.com/ 

 
 

Who are you recently obsessed with? 

“Recently I have been obsessed with Ben Platt. The 
first time I saw him was in the “Pitch Perfect” movies, 
and then when he got the lead in the musical “Dear 
Evan Hansen” that was it for me. As a musician my-
self, I was hooked. I immediately downloaded his 
personal album and the musical soundtrack. Now he is 
staring in a series called “The politician”. I binge 
watched the first eight episodes.” 

~Olga Prepis  

What is the most useless talent you have? 

“I can do the cartwheel and it has been useful 0 times 
in my life” 

~Ioanna Tzyrka 

What shoes would you wear at the 
conference if  there was not a dress 

code? 

“Can I say three? One for each day. 
Air Jordan 4 cactus jacks, Yeezy 
v350 blue tints, and Air Jordan 1 

High OG “Chicago” & “Bred” 

 

~Togay Ata Gokalp 

If you had the world’s attention 

for 30 seconds what would you 

say? 

“That change starts from the in-

dividual, if we expect change, 

we must facilitate it ourselves” 

 

~ Emily Petrou 

If you could only speak one word to-
day, what would it be? 
 

“Love” 

 

 

~Christos Georgiades 
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