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Dear Readers,  

 

 

Welcome to the 16th  annual 

MEDIMUN conference! 

Although I do wish that this 

had been a conventional 

welcome in which you 

would be holding the paper 

in your hands, I am still 

excited to be welcoming you 

to the conference! Not  even 

Covid-19 could get in the 

way of  MEDIMUN. I truly 

hope that you wıll take 

advantage of everything the 

unique, magical experience 

that is MEDIMUN has to 

offer you. I hope that you 

will get to know more about 

the world and extend your 

own by meeting wonderful 

new people, even if only 

through a computer screen, 

who will remain in your life 

for years to come. I hope 

that you will stand 

passionately behind your 

views, yet welcome 

challenging viewpoints, 

leaving room for fruitful 

debates.  

Welcoming this year’s 

theme on Global Health, an 

undeniably relevant topic to 

our daily lives, the 

MEDINEWS team wishes to 

help broaden your 

knowledge on each of the 

GA and commıttee topics. 

Through perusing the pages 

of this paper, you will learn 

more about topics such as 

using genetic engineering to 

potentially eradicate 

Malaria, the experiences of 

environmental refugees, 

diseases in areas impacted 

by conflicts and many more. 

You will also be able to get 

to know your fellow 

delegates and chairs better 

through the Humans of 

MEDIMUN section of the 

paper, more of which wil be 

available on our blog, 

medimunblog.wordpress.co

m! 

In this year’s exciting 

conference where not one 

but two new commıitees, the 

World Health Assembly and 

ECOSOC are welcomed, we 

hope that you will come up 

with a variety of solutions to 

a wide range of issues, offer 

challenging points of view 

and acquire new information 

with an open mind. 

It is additionally important 

to recognize the efforts of 

everyone behind the scenes 

who tackled the challenging 

task of bringing as much of  

the MEDIMUN magic to 

you as possible, online. The 

board, who have spent 

countless hours ensuring the 

conference can take place, 

supported by the first-class 

chairs and the many 

sensational committees. The 

IT committee, whose 

everpresent work has only 

been enlarged this year just 

like the Photography and 

Sales committees deserve 

rounds of applause. The 

same is true for the Admin, 

Approval Panel, Food and 

Catering, Preparations and 

Public Information 

committees (one must also 

mention the MEDINEWS 

committee itself) without 

which none of this would be 

possible. I truly hope that 

our efforts to make this 

conference the best you have 

been to, without actually 

physically being there, will 

suffice. 

 Here’s to making the most 

of an unfortunate situation! 

It’s time to do youır part in 

making the world a better 

place.  

Your editor, 

Lara Tokar 

MEDIMUN 
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Clocks showed 9.10 which meant roll call time 

for GA1. Following the roll call that made sure 

every delegate was present, a series of anxious 

but welcoming smiles filled up the screens of the 

delegates.  

After that, the chairs introduced the first 

resolution ‘The question of cyber data and Al in 

international terrorist conflict’. Then, the 

delegates were allowed a minute for their 

preparation. Soon enough the delegates were 

back on track. The delegate of Tunisia started 

the speech and left the floor to the delegate of 

Indonesia. After series of recognitions of the 

delegates and passionate speeches both for and 

against the resolution the delegates were given 

total time of five minutes for the preparation of 

attack speeches and to write and submit 

amendments.  Some time and passionate voices 

taking us through attack speeches later, the 

chairs asked the delegates to raise their hands if 

they wished to vote FOR this resolution. After 

they lowered their hands the delegate of 

Indonesia asked for point of order which gave 

recognition to the voters whom couldn’t figure 

out how to raise their hands on Zoom whereby 

the delegates texted their votes to the chairs 

privately. As soon as this issue was handled, the 

chairs asked the delegates who were wishing to 

vote AGAINST this argument to raise their 

hands. This process of voting was repeated one 

more time to make certain that each and all 

delegates voted. Following the end of the voting, 

the chairs told the results of the voting as 20 

FOR and 17 AGAINST, 1 ABSTENTION 

which meant that the resolution passed 

successfully. Virtual clapping took place and the 

delegates were given a two-minute break.  

After the break ended the delegates were given a 

five-minute preparation time for the second topic 

of the assembly which consisted of 20 minutes 

for the speeches supporting the argument and 20 

minutes for speeches against this argument. The 

second topic speeches started off with the 

delegate of Poland’s speech.  

A series of speeches from different delegates and 

an amendment were made. The amendment was 

given to the delegates with a few minutes of 

reading time which led to the debate of the 

amendment. The delegate of Indonesia gave 

their speech allowing ‘any or all’ points of 

information. Then, a few points were made by 

the delegate of Romania and Pakistan. Soon 

after, the voting for the amendment took place 

which the chair asked the delegates to raise their 

hands to vote FOR this amendment, the same 

process was repeated with the votes AGAINST 

this amendment which resulted in the 

amendment passing with 36 FOR and 5 

AGAINST votes. Following the passing of the 

amendment, virtual clapping was in order. Due 

to the time left another amendment was 

introduced by the delegate of Romania to the 

delegates. After the reading time given to the 

delegates for the amendment ended, the delegate 

of Romania made their speech. The voting for 

the second amendment took place and the 

amendment was not able to pass as it resulted 

with 12 votes FOR and votes 24 AGAINST. 

Now, it was the time for the voting of the 

resolution. The resolution was unable to pass. 

The clocks showed 11.00 AM which meant that 

it was time for a break. 

At 11.30 all the delegates returned from their 

breaks and were ready for another topic. 

Discussions about dogs and cats as well as cereal 

before milk or milk before cereal which was 

iconic for the delegates and the chairs of the 

GA1 (and of course myself) took place, getting 

rid of the uneasiness amongst the participants.  

Soon enough the delegate of Norway started his 

speech in order to encourage the delegates to 

vote for this resolution. A variety of different 

delegates voices were heard both supporting the 

argument and against it.  

After the last voting ended, it was the time for a 
final goodbye for GA1. Discussions about 
variety of things were made, unpopular opinions 
were debated, the best male rapper of the 

generation was decided and timeless friendships 

were made.   

Report on GA1 and Article 
Şerife Su Mehmetalioğulları 

 
Over the past 20 
years terrorism 

has changed due to the usage of media 
and technology. Cyber technology has 
become a serious threat to people, as now 
it is being used as a  tool for terrorism. 
Many terrorist and criminal groups have 
been using cyber technology to plot cyber 
attacks on people which consists of severe 
damage to varieties of data and even 
millions of dollars, just like the incident 
which occurred in WannaCry.  

The ongoing developments in the 
technology sector and the improvement in 
the artificial intelligence sector carry a 
huge risk. While such technological tools 
can be used as a propaganda tool, it can 
also be used for a specific attack. As 
terrorism is a problem that affects us all, 
this sudden change in the tools of 
terrorism may broaden the number of 
victims even further.  

Such misusage of communication 
technology and Al would create an 
extensional problem whereby national 
borders would be disregarded and 
terrorism could have an impact on more 
people.  

Terrorism is putting more people in 
danger through cyber technology as 

people would now be unaware of such 
attacks as well as not knowing the 
significance of the attacks themselves. 
This is to say that, the attacks which are 
already hard and even impossible to avoid 
will now be everywhere, considering that 
people are in touch with technological 
tools 24/7.  Following the cyber threats on 
adults, the fact that children and teenagers 
are on the internet all time would cause 
even more problems as they would have 
to face and deal with varieties of 
propaganda. Adding up the fact that 
children would be exposed to dangerous 
criminal groups as well as possibly being 
encouraged to take part and play a part in 
attacks.  

This problem is an urgent issue to be 
handled and taken under control as if not 
handled, this issue involving technology, 
Al and terrorism will soon develop in 
favor of terrorist and criminal 
organizations due to the constant 
improvements in the sector of technology.  

In addition, this concept of cyber and 
counter terrorism not only has an impact 
on defenseless people but it can also be 
used as a communication tool for different 
criminal organizations and people that 
would engage in such organizational 
attacks. 

These sudden cyber-crimes can also leave 
a country, community or a government in 
confusion and in fear of the next attack as 
such attacks can damage national security 
programs, government systems and 
hospital records. The living evidence that 
proves the dangers of such problem is the 
chain of powerful cyber-attacks which 
began on 27 June 2017 in Ukraine that 
submerged Ukrainian organizations, 
banks, ministries, newspapers and 
electricity firms.  

Cyber attacks also help criminal and 
terrorist groups to act in different regions 
and areas without the need to be close to 
the area or region as they can target the 
area with just a click which also reflects 
the consequence of not being able to spot 
the attackers.  

Cyber Conflicts 
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 Report on GA2 and Article 
Ioannis Skordis 

It’s past nine o’clock. The session was due to 
start a few minutes ago, yet it’ll be ‘a few 
minutes’ until the rest of the party joins in. 
These minutes edge by as more and more 
cameras seem to be turning on, revealing 
delegate’s ‘formal’ attire for the assembly. 

The predictable yet reliable ‘I’m sure you’re all 
wearing pyjamas underneath!’ joke cracks the 
surface of the ice as people seem to anticipate 
the beginning of the GA, however a large 
number of absentees stop this from happening 
– it looks like it’ll be a ‘few more minutes’ 
then. 

Slowly but surely, the late-coming countries 
spill into the room, leading to a final good luck 
from the GA’s chairs: Andreas and Tamara. 
The resolution debating was ready to comm-  

‘Wait, how do you share a file through zoom?’ 

A ‘few more minutes’ - upwards of five are 
needed as some delegates ‘didn’t get the 
email’, and apparently the resolution ‘isn’t in 
the chat’ either.  

Thankfully, the issue is finally resolved, and 
debating can begin (the resolution was in the 
chat)! 

An extremely controversial issue was that of 
technological unemployment, and how it could 
possibly be combatted. However, most 
delegates seemed to agree on two fundamental 
principles:  

Education and training, as well as 
unemployment benefits for those structurally 
unemployed due to technology.  

Some interesting ideas were brought up, yet 
denounced by many, including the radical 
possibility of reducing taxes on cigarettes and 
tobacco. The submitters of the resolution 
claimed that this would help solve the issue and 
keep much manual labour employed in these 
firms. 

Next – topic number two had the goal of 
reducing pathogens and zoonotic diseases 
through the disruption of wildlife trafficking.  

A heartfelt speech from the main submitter 
claimed that the resolution furthered projects 
already in existence, and notably that keeping 
animals in captivity is more moral than leaving 
them endangered in the wild. Moreover, a 
database is to be made of illegally trafficked 
animals, which would be a more effective way 
to convict criminals.  

One delegate enquired about bribery and 
corruption, could this be an obstacle which the 
UN can never surpass? 

The delegates didn’t want to find out, however, 
as the resolution failed to obtain enough votes 
to pass. It was rejected by 18 votes to 15. 
Clapping was not in order. 

The third and by far most complex topic was 
that of desalination wastage. A question mark 
to many, desalination is a huge contributor to 
pollution, and contributes largely to seawater 
temperatures increasing. 

The delegates agree that corporate firms should 
not use desalination to make a profit, and that 
the process can definitely not rely solely on 
renewable energy. Yet how can firms run 
without making a profit? A deal with the 
government of each country in need of 
desalination should be struck. 

After all topics were debated several times 
through several different resolutions, a video is 
shown of the 2021 MEDIMUN experience. 
The Secretariat broadcast their pre-recorded 
speeches through YouTube, describing their 
expectations and adaptation to the online event. 

Finally, the committee’s best delegates were 
announced: those of the DPRK and USA, an 
amusing irony once again repeated – 
intentionally or not – by the chairs. This was 
followed by a short showing of how the 
delegates anonymously voted in the forms they 
were asked to fill in, including best chair and 
most controversial delegate.  

‘You’re free to go’ said the chairs when this 
ended; and in the next ‘few minutes’, most (if 
not all) accounts exited the virtual meeting they 
had entered that morning. 

 Is Desalination Worth the Damage? 
Desalination, simply the process of removing 
salt from seawater, is commonly used around 
the world to produce an increased supply of 
drinking water. It’s thought to be much more 
reliable than depending on rainfall, and is 
completely safe in meeting Drinking Water 
Guidelines. However, it is often used as a 
last resort as it requires capital equipment 
and high operating costs compared to 
traditional water resources. In addition, the 
benefits of using this method to increase a 
limited water supply may be rivalled by 
substantial external costs created, which 
affect the environment negatively.  

This begins with a lengthy period of 
production, as the construction of 
desalination plants may be time-consuming. 
Thus, problems including noise, air, and 
visual pollution will impact the surrounding 
landscape. Moreover, the construction of 
water-intake structures and pipelines may 

disturb areas in which wildlife previously 
prospered. Marine inhabitants may become 
endangered in these areas especially if 
temperatures are caused to rise due to these 
pipelines, or if there were to be a high 
concentration of harmful compounds passing 
through them. In this case, this could lead to 
possible leakages being fatal for fish and 
other marine wildlife due to water 
contamination. 

Another harmful environmental effect of 
desalination is its significant energy use 
compared to conventional water treatment 
processes. The equipment which runs 
simultaneously includes pre-treatment filters, 
high pressure pumps, energy recovery 
devices and chemical cleaning systems, 
which amount to excessive production costs 
and ultimately a negative impact regarding 
global warming. To make matters worse, this 
equipment has no different a lifespan to that 
of conventional water treatment plants. 

Adding to the existing sustainability issues, 
firms in the desalination industry must 
manage waste saline concentrates effectively 
and dispose of large quantities of membrane 
modules. If this isn’t taken care of, the 
environmental impact in the form of virtually 
every aspect of pollution will be substantial 
and difficult to overcome. 

However, there has been some improvement 
in the way desalination occurs. More and 
more desalination plants use what is referred 
to as ‘Green Power’ through renewable 
energy forms such as wind energy. This 
reduces the amount of greenhouse gas 
emissions, and so is a preferable alternative 
to reduce the plant’s carbon footprint. 
Despite it being more expensive for firms, 
subsidies from respective governments may 
incentivize the use of these methods. 

Additionally, all firms involved in 
desalination projects must produce an 
environmental impact assessment (EIA) 
which encourages transparency regarding the 
social costs of each plant, and proposes 
solutions incorporated by the company to 
reduce the pollution they cause. 

Overall, the impact of desalination on the 
surrounding environment is overwhelmingly 
negative. It is no surprise that it is used in 
countries with frequent droughts such as 
Australia, which have no option but to take 
such measures. Undeniably, as is the 
conclusion of many scientists and national 
water organizations, the external costs 
created by this process are too major to be 
used due to anything but necessity.  
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Report on GA3 and Article 

Primarily, the debate hadn´t started until 

the chairs ensured that all delegates were 

present and voting, that they were familiar with 

the regulation and well acquainted with the 

debating procedure.  

Several passionate debates took place, 

arguing topics suchlike racial discrimination 

and xenophobia in the workplace, treatment of 

Muslims in China and lastly tackling the spread 

of mis and disinformation in the media.  

The first debate was one addressing racial 

discrimination, a rather ambiguous resolution 

was presented, and the chairs accordingly 

allocated a time frame of 7 minutes as reading 

time, and subsequently 20 minutes for speeches 

pro the resolution and likewise 20 minutes for 

speeches opposing the resolution. Prior to the 

speeches against, multiple delegates were 

determined to present a contradictory view, and 

thereby seeing as only three were accepted, the 

floor was yielded to the delegates of Belgium, 

Malaysia, Angola and New Zealand, 

respectfully. Ultimately and unfortunately the 

foremost resolution did not pass, and had borne 

no fruit, but it surely acted as a precedent, being 

the first debate of the General Assembly, and 

thus it undoubtedly guided the forthcoming 

debates and disputes.  

Following the upcoming 6 debates, 

delegates, having opinions from diverse, 

political and social spectrums, shared their input 

with an unparalleled passion, achieving a 

rewarding synergistic effect.  

Fortuitously, the majority of the 

resolutions passed, and while the delegates were 

eager to counter propose, many included 

amendments so as to better an already proposed 

resolution, as opposed to creating an entirely 

new narrative. Form this we can gather that 

through the work of the chairs along with the 

delegates  ́ willingness to cooperate and 

compromise, created a very personal, yet 

simultaneously formal tenor. İn the same way, a 

close relationship was formed and amidst the 

lack of contact throughout the assembly, due to 

its virtual nature, the chairs managed to keep 

everyone on their toes.  

A few ways in which the chairs managed 
to achieve a formal, as well as entertaining 
environment, was through their consistent use 
of icebreakers in forms of videos, created by the 
MUN body, which were humorous as well as 
educational and above all allowed a sense of 
community that united the delegates.  

Liana Petrossian and Andreas Merhi 

There are 60-80 million Muslims living in 
the People’s Republic of China. Most of 

who are 
concen-
trated in 
the 
North 
West 
region of 
Xian-
jing. The 

Uyghur minority in china have a long 
history of wishing to be independent from 
China and have their own state known as 
East Turkestan. After the fall of the USSR, 
and the creation of new central Asian nation 
states, a separatist movement started brew-
ing once again in Xianjing. This separatist 
movement has caused riots and terrorist 
attacks where hundreds of people have lost 
their lives, the last of which happened on the 
14th of February 2017. The Chinese govern-
ment has issued a brutal crackdown on 
Muslim minorities as a response to this, 
which some have claimed to be a genocide.  

The crackdown on Muslim minorities has 
come in many forms. In 2017 the Xianjing 
government prohibited men from growing 
beards, women from wearing veils, fasting 
during Ramadan and demolished dozens of 
mosques. It’s clear that the Chinese govern-
ment aims to destroy the Uyghurs sense of 
ethnic and religious identity in order to keep 
them compliant. 

The largest and most of horrific attempt at 
this has been through “re-education camps” 
located in Xianjing. the Chinese government 
has denied the existence of these camps but 
after being confronted with irrefutable 
evidence which was a satellite photo show-
ing a camp with barbed wire and watch 
towers, the government has stated that these 
are merely “vocational training centres" that 
people willingly go to in order to combat 
any extremist religious ideas they have.  

Millions of people have been imprisoned 
and thousands of families have been torn 
apart. The human rights watch claims that 
prisoners are held “without any due process 
rights - neither charged nor put on trial - and 
have no access to lawyers and family". 

An official leaked document ordered the 
faculty to "Never allow escapes", "Increase 
discipline and punishment of behavioural 
violations" and to "Encourage students to 
truly transform". Every aspect of the detain-
ees lives are being controlled inside these 
camps. The document also claimed to only 
release prisoners when they have shown that 
they transformed their behaviour, beliefs 
and language, only after four communist 
party committees have seen evidence of 
their transformation are they considered for 
leave.  

A woman from one of the camps told a 
reporter how she was previously poisoned 
with extremist thought since she was taught 
to wear a face veil in an illegal religious 
gathering. She now claims that it was a 
mistake to wear a face veil. In other instance 
Orynbek Koksybek, an ethnic Kazakh who 
has spent several months inside a detention 
camp, had his hands hand-cuffed together, 
was thrown in a pit and had water poured 
over him during winter. 

Evidence also 
shows the presence 
of forced labour 
camps. Where 
Uyghurs are forced 
to work long hours 
in factories where 
they are held under 
prison like condi-
tions with daily 
indoctrination 
sessions. The US 
government has 
issued sanctions on 

Chinese companies which are suspected to 
use forced labour. Some of these companies 
are suppliers of major brands such as Nike, 
H&M and Apple.  

Lastly the Chinese government is carrying 
out large scale surveillance through an app 
called IJOP. The Xianjing police are using 
illegally gathered information about lawful 
behaviour and using it against Muslim 
minorities. Some of the acts that are deemed 
suspicious are failing to "socialise with 
neighbours" or collecting money for 
mosques with too much enthusiasm. The 
app collects information from blood type to 
height to political affiliation. The Chinese 
government is monitoring every aspect of 
citizens and detaining those it mistrusts. 
They monitor people’s movement through 
tracing their phones location and monitor 
peoples consumption of electricity. The app 
then generates a list of people that it deems 
are untrustworthy for them to be evaluated. 

The crackdown of Muslim minorities in 
China has only escalated in the last years, 

with the developing of new detention 
camps. The government is trying to elimi-

nate a cultural and ethnical identity in china, 
something which is eerily reminiscent of the 
holocaust.  

The Brutal Mistreatment of Muslim Minorities by the Chinese Government  
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 Report on GA4 and Article 
On Saturday the 6th of February a beautiful debate 
unraveled in front of the screens of 41 participants 
through the recently popular platform of Zoom. 
The debate begun at 9 am of a thankfully ‘good-
connection day’ for everyone, it consisted of a 
total of 6 rounds of debate and some well-
deserved screen timeouts.  

The debate set off with the resolution of the USA. 
After a vigorous debate and passionate unmuting 
of the delegates, the resolution unfortunately did 
not pass with 5 votes strongly voting for the 
resolution, 27 votes against and 3 abstentions. 

The active debaters swiftly moved on to the 
resolution of Norway on ensuring legal protection 
of environmental refugees. After a few attack 
speeches and persistent points of information from 
Norway towards the attack speech of the delegate 
of Canada and a friendly amendment from the 
delegate of Niger which passed, the resolution 
passed with an overwhelming majority of 32 votes 
voting for, 7 voting against and 0 delegates 
abstaining, giving the resolution the recognition it 
deserved. 

After the chairs allowed clapping in the house and 
the silent celebration was over, the debate carried 
on with the juicy debate of the resolution of 
Romania. The debate started of like any other, 
with time for the resolution, friendly POI’s and 
some offering constructive criticism. That was 
until the delegate of the DPRK shook the walls of 
the house with the striking comment of a clause 
being “a waste of space on the resolution” causing 
a silent wave of enthusiasm and shock to run 
across the boxes of delegates, even reaching the 
second page of the ‘gallery view’ of zoom. After 
the uncertain apology of the delegate of the 
DPRK, the debate went on within its normal 
course. After the addition of two friendly 
amendments the resolution passed with 19 voting 
for the resolution, 15 voting against and 3 
speechless delegates abstaining. 

After what would normally be a short coffee break 
but under current circumstances became a ‘sitting 
position switch’ and a short scroll through 

Instagram, the debate continued with the 
resolution of Austria on improving legal 
framework on violence against women. After an 
exciting and powerful debate with the addition of 
three friendly amendments from the delegates of 
Chile, Denmark and Norway the resolution passed 
with a number of 22 delegates voting for, 9 
delegates voting against and 4 delegates 
abstaining. 

The 5th resolution debated in the house of GA4 
was the resolution of the DPRK. The delegate 
started off the debate with a friendly and civil 
speech promoting the resolution, however after a 
POI from the delegate of Romania, the delegate of 
the DPRK once again shocked the house with 
another comment calling out Romania for not 
“reading the resolution properly”. Romania was 
offended and the intervening of the chairs, Danae 
and Antonia had to take place to break the tension 
between the two delegates. The already heated 
and juicy debate did not fail to entertain us further 
in its continuation. A change in roles took place 
and the DPRK got a taste of his own medicine, 
being offended by the delegate of Denmark. The 
delegate of Denmark then gave an almost too 
powerful apologetic speech towards the delegate 
of DPRK however, standing firmly by her saying. 
The debate however did not end there! After a 
passed amendment a 1-hour lunch break and 
another unimplemented amendment, voting of the 
resolution took place. The votes proved the debate 
worthy to pass with 19 votes for, 17 votes against 
and 3 abstentions; however the delegate of 
Romania turned the tables upside down for the 
resolution of the DPRK by calling a “motion to 
divide the house”. The house was required to vote 
again and just like the Delegate of Romania had 
planned to achieve, the resolution of the DPRK 
failed to pass, with 19 votes for and 20 votes 
against. 

The final resolution to be debated was the 
resolution of Vietnam. Just like most of the other 
debates taking place on Saturday, the debate was 
highly entertaining and full of passion. Delegates 
of Denmark and Canada had a heated debate on 
sex work bringing the debate to a climactic end. 

After two implemented amendments the 
resolution did not pass with 8 delegates voting for, 
27 voting against and 1 shocked delegate 
abstaining. 

 This cinematic debate concluded the 6 resolutions 
debated and the online meeting continued with the 
presentation of a highly sentimental video of the 
Secretariat, Emily, Omer, Chloe and the well-
known Mr. Lodge, expressing their thanks to their 
coworkers, the chairs and the delegates of the 
house that made the debate possible and even 
enjoyable  under such circumstances. The gloomy 
blue feelings were swiped away with the delegate 
of China’s dog making an ironic and iconic 
appearance in the zoom meeting, stimulating the 
return of the bright smiles of the delegates. Before 
the meeting came to an end, the chairs Danae and 
Antonia presented the delegates with a much 
earned surprise of a fun and entertaining online 
questionnaire involving all the delegates and the 
chairs, asking questions like “who is most likely 
to become a dictator?”, where surprisingly the 
delegate of the DPRK was voted for by the 
majority. Finally, when the batteries of both the 
house members and their computers were running 
out, the chairs announced the best delegates award 
given to the delegates of Niger and Romania. The 
call was reluctantly ended by the two chairs 
charmed by the kind words of the thankful 
delegates. 

Alkisti Xanthi 

The question of strengthening the legal framework of violence against women  

So, what is violence against women? 

The United Nations defines violence against 
woman as “any act of gender based violence that 
results in, or is likely to result in, physical sexual, 
or mental harm or suffering to women, including 
threats of such acts, coercion or arbitrary 
deprivation of liberty, whether occurring in 
public or in private life”. Gender based violence 
is something that has been going on for several 
decades now. Many women around the world 
have unfortunately been or even are victims of 
such violence. Research from the United Nations 
shows that 1 in 3 women experience physical 
and/or sexual violence in their lifetime and this is 
a powerful reminder of how gender inequality is 
still among us. 

Domestic violence is a global problem that 
affects 35% of the female population worldwide 
and the current crisis of the epidemic only 
contributed to the increase of that number. 
Current research has shown that domestic 
violence, gender-based violence and violence 
against women have been negatively affected by 
the current pandemic and lockdown 
implementations. UN Women has even referred 
to violence against women during COVID-19 as 
the “shadow pandemic” since health care 
systems and shelters are at full capacity and 

women are struggling with this severe issue 
alone. With the rapidly changing protective 
measures of COVID-19, the curfews and 
lockdowns, women are found ‘helpless in such 
situations, since the restricted movements makes 
it harder for victims to ‘escape’ and the stressful 
conditions make it difficult to distinguish 
between ‘red flags’ and a heavily pressured 
partner/loved one/family member.  

So, what is being done to prevent this issue? 

Many countries have thankfully started to 
recognize the severity of the issue of domestic 
violence. Countries like Kenya, Luxemburg, 
Nicaragua and Uruguay have begun tackling this 
issue through legal framework, their first step 
was raising the legal age for marriage for girls. 
This is a very important first step in a country 
since research has shown that many incidents of 
domestic violence and violence against women 
have occurred in cases were a younger female is 
being married to an older male. Raising the age 
of marriage for girls would contribute to the 
ending of domestic violence since, the idea of 
superiority of an older male will be decreased 
and women will be more likely to catch on ‘red 
flags’ that may be presented and prevent the 
issue altogether. 

While there has clearly been signs of progress in 
the legal framework of many countries against 
domestic violence and violence against women, 
many more laws and regulations need to be 
implemented to prevent this issue. As stated in a 
research article of the World Bank organization 
“Among the priorities of the new Sustainable 
Development Goals (SDGs) are “eliminating all 
forms of violence against women and girls in the 
public and private spheres” and “eliminating all 
harmful practices, such as child, early and forced 
marriage,” which recognize the need for 
enhanced legal protection for girls and women 
worldwide. International and regional 
commitments and instruments pave the way for 
change. And while the existence of more and 
better laws is a critical first step, better 
enforcement of the law is necessary to ensure 
protection for women” 
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Report on the Security Council and Article 
Katerina Georgiou 

All delegates looked immaculate in their ‘half’ suits 

and collar shirts while almost certainly enjoying the 

comfiness of their pyjama bottoms like all of us 

during this period of time where Zoom has become 

our absolute necessity. The atmosphere was kept light-

hearted throughout the conference with a volley of 

goofy jokes and remarks exchanged by the delegates 

whenever there was the chance of halting the serious-

ness in their expressions, being resumed after a few 

minutes of aloofness.  

The conference started with a defence speech made by 

the delegate of Niger presenting the resolution co-

submitted by France, Russia, China and South Africa 

on the Situation of Libya seeking to provide the 

Libyan population with material assistance prioritizing 

in clothing, affordable housing and medical assistance 

including health care relief to curb the spreading of 

Covid-19 throughout the community, health staff, 

necessary infrastructure and vaccination. Niger’s 

defence speech was followed by two defence speeches 

made by co-submitters France and South Africa both 

emphasising on the outstanding speech performance 

of Niger and supporting fully the clause expressing the 

fact that it will help in the formation of a stronger 

united Libyan community after the huge destruction of 

the country created by the two adversarial bodies of 

Libya. Two opposing points were allowed by the 

delegate of Niger, made by the delegate of Estonia 

asking for clarification regarding the providence of 

appropriate housing and the delegate of the USA on 

how will the UN 

manage to supply the 

community with 

sufficient numbers of 

Covid-19 vaccines 

having in mind the lack of political power of the 

country. Answers to opposing points were made by 

the delegate of Niger mentioning that the UN will 

prioritise in providing sanitary living conditions to the 

Libyans at shelters that are organised by the UN and 

delegate of Russia stating that the supply of vaccines 

to the Libyans is not expected to be easy since a lot of 

countries already struggle to provide vaccination to 

their population. The first debate of the conference 

ended with the submission of a friendly amendment 

made by the delegate of Niger and resulted in passing, 

following the voting procedure of the delegates.  

The conference continued with the resolution submit-

ted by South Africa, co-submitted by Nigeria, Russia 

and China, urging a stop in the incessant annihilation 

of Libya by encouraging State members to support the 

Libyan people in taking the future of their country in 

their own hands as well as the imposition of an arms 

embargo. An amendment was introduced by the 

delegate of Russia and the delegate of South Africa 

opened herself to two points against, which came from 

the delegates of Germany and France. The debate 

ended with the resolution passing.   

Before break time came, the committee got into a fun 

game of identifying which desk belonged to whom. 

Pictures of each delegate’s desks were taken and then 

sent to the board who decided randomly which picture 

to present to the rest of the delegates to guess who it 

belongs to. The picture decided turned out to belong to 

the delegate of France, which was correctly guessed 

by the fellow delegates who noticed the white plain 

background of his camera frame being the same in the 

picture and the glasses case that led them into believ-

ing it was his. 

Later on, the Security Council got into the second 

question of the conference, the question of advancing 

responsible state behaviour in cyberspace in the 

context of free independent elections. The first clause 

was introduced by the delegate of USA about the 

importance of educating the public about data harvest-

ing, false news on the internet and manipulation of 

news by third parties. Another clause defended by the 

USA was about ways of curbing the issue in cyber-

space including the providence of teams to assist in 

local governments and regulate the voting procedure 

as well as short term observers of the voting process 

who are obliged to send daily reports. The clause 

ended up passing with nine votes for, one against and 

one abstention. The conference paused for lunch break 

in a great mood created by the presentation of small 

videos organised by the Food and Catering committee 

and the Medinews committee. The delegates enjoyed 

the goofiness of the videos that included themselves 

answering random questions like what movie charac-

ter they would want to be or preparing their coffee 

types.  

The conference ended in the same relaxed note it had 
started and before it was finally time for the delegates 
to shut the screens closed, Mr Lodge’s speech was 
presented to the delegates ending the day in an 
appreciative mood! 

. 

In recent years, concerns over how multibillion dollar 

social media corporations handle privacy measures 

over their platform users’ data security have grown to 

become a worldwide issue, with attempts to curb the 

issue by the UN since the fiasco of Cambridge 

Analytica-Facebook. Social media usage has become 

a daily activity for 3.6 billion people worldwide, with 

the number expected to rise to two more billion in  

five-years time; an activity that is ´informing´ its 

users through pop up campaigns and advertisements 

on their screens. With its significance in ‘informing’ -

aka influencing -being recognised by election 

campaign organisers internationally, social media has 

become a key instrument of election campaigning. 

Cambridge Analytica-Facebook scandal 

During the 2016 US elections 87 million people’s 

Facebook data was breached and used in personal 

advertisements portraying a shaped view of elections, 

having a psychologically profound effect on the 

electorates’ views. Through a Facebook quiz in 2014, 

users could grant access to their Facebook account 

before answering questions about what kind of 

personality they are. A database formed by Cam-

bridge Analytica then accessed their accounts and 

harvested their data and that of their friends. The 

phrase ‘Crooked Hillary’ with the icon of handcuffs 

was coined by Cambridge Analytica and used in ads 

and posts driving people towards favouring Trump. 

Cambridge Analytica worked on campaigns in 

several key states for a Republican political action 

committee and Trump himself had connections with 

CA since the former vice-president of CA, Steven 

Bannon was a key adviser to Donald Trump. Many 

advocates on behalf of victims of the data min-

ing ,used in achieving the desired outcome in the 

election, took legal action against CA, one example is 

David Caroll who brought his case before the High 

Court in London. However, despite CA pleading 

guilty, Caroll’s data was not returned to him.  

In a hearing held in response to revelations of data 

harvesting by Cambridge Analytica, Mark Zucker-

berg, the Facebook chief executive, faced questions 

from senators on a variety of issues, from privacy to 

the company’s business model. 

Aggregate IQ’s influence on Brexit referendum  

Not only Cambridge Analytica participated in 

distorting political views, in another 200 elections 

excluding the US election in 2016 this occurred, but 

also other political consultancy companies have 

attracted controversy over this. In 2018, the truth 

came out on how the Australian technology company 

Aggregate IQ had been paid £3.5 million by four pro-

Brexit campaigning groups -Vote Leave, Be Leave, 

Veterans for Britain, and Northern Ireland's Demo-

cratic Unionist Party to design software aimed at 

aggregate personal data used to alter the people’s 

opinion over the Brexit referendum, towards the 

opinion of exiting the EU. Once again, the world 

experienced the omnipotence of social media in 

influencing vital political decisions and opinions, 

questioning how legitimate and free elections are 

after all in supposedly democratic countries like USA 

or UK. 

UN’s actions to ameliorate the issue. 

The UN has acted in putting a stop in involuntary 
data mining and violations of cyberspace security of 
people’s data by technological companies as early as 
in 2004 with the establishment of the UN Group of 
Governmental Experts, who propose the implementa-
tion of security concepts that should be applied to 
cyberspace and promote responsible state behaviour, 
bearing in mind that breached records have been 
proven to be from Governments in majority. In 
addition, the UN Institute for Disarmament Research 
and the Open-Ended Working Group are both seeking 
to promote discussion and decision making in ways to 
solve technological security programmes and most 
importantly to curb them. Lastly, despite all the 
efforts against the bodies causing the issue, the UN 
takes into consideration ways of educating social 
media users of the risks of cyberspace and engaging  
with them on the irresponsibility of governments as 
well as the possible conspiracies behind governmen-
tal affairs leading to lack of legitimacy and fairness of 
election results.  

Cyberspace influence over free independent elections 
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Report on the Historical Security Council and Article 
Maria Anna Tsouka 

9:10, all the delegates logged in on Zoom for the 

Historical Security Council’s last debate. Unfortunate-

ly, due to the epidemiological situation, the event took 

place online, but everyone still enjoyed it to the max. 

So, we rolled back in time, to 1993, and the debate 

started right off on a very serious note. In today’s 

agenda there were two things to discuss: the situation 

in Haiti and the situation in Rwanda. The structure of 

the event was to debate upon the preambulatory and 

operative clauses in each situation and then head to 

debate upon the final resolution. 

Starting off with the country of Haiti, there were 3 

operative clauses to discuss. The first one, submitted 

by France passed with 9 votes in favour and 1 absten-

tion. It was a simple procedure, as there were no 

speeches either for or against this clause and only one 

Point of Information (POI). The second clause was 

prepared by the USA, and the delegate explained their 

ideas and urged the house to vote for their resolution. 

However, there were 3 POIs but still no speeches by 

any other countries. The clause was a success, with 7 

votes in favour, 2 against and 1 abstention. Lastly, the 

third preambulatory clause for the situation in Haiti, 

was submitted by Brazil. In a very emotive speech, the 

delegate of Brazil explained the clause in detail and 

accepted to POI. There was also a speech by the USA 

delegate against the preambulatory clauses, as they 

claimed that there was no clear focus or aim and 

unnecessary information included. Unfortunately, this 

clause did not pass, as there were only 5 votes in 

favour, and 6 plus votes were needed for it to pass.  

Then the delegates had to evaluate and debate upon 

the operative clauses each country prepared. There 

were 8 in total. The first one, submitted by France, 

included 3 speeches, urging the delegates to vote in 

favour for this clause, by France, China and DPRK 

and successfully passed with all delegates voting for 

it. The second one was submitted by Belgium and was 

a little bit more complicated. It included 2 speeches 

for this resolution and one amendment. The amend-

ment was submitted by Brazil and aimed to help 

people by providing them with aid from the UN and 

different NGOs. The other countries found it very 

interesting and passed it with 6 votes for but also 3 

against. There were two speeches urging the house to 

vote against the clause as a whole. They characterized 

it as vague and failed to provide a clear solution to the 

problem. However, it passed with 6 to 3 votes. The 

next clause was prepared by the UK, and the debate 

included 2 speeches for but also 2 against it. It failed 

to pass with 5 votes for and 5 against.  

After a 30 min break, we all enjoyed some fun videos 

the ADMIN had prepared for us, as this year the event 

was online. Then, we moved on to the fourth clause 

prepared by the USA and reinforced by an amendment 

submitted by Russia. The clause was a success as it 

persuaded 7 delegates to vote for it. The other opera-

tive clause, submitted by Brazil but with the addition 

of an amendment submitted by Belgium, passed 

unanimously. The next clause by Brazil passed with 

only 1 vote against it, and we moved on to the next 

one submitted by China, which did not pass. The 

delegate of Rwanda said that it failed to reflect the 

situation and USA characterized the measures as 

ineffective. The last clause submitted by Rwanda 

passed with 8 votes in favour.  

Then it was time to discuss and debate the situation in 

Rwanda. There were 3 preambulatory clauses submit-

ted by Rwanda, Brazil and the USA, which all 

successfully passed, although the facts stated in 

Brazil’s clause were questioned for their accuracy and 

reliability. At this point, the delegate of Nigeria had to 

leave the debate, so there were only 9 countries left.  

The first operative clause by France passed with 6 

votes in favour. The second debate for the clause 

submitted by Brazil took an interesting turn when it 

was vetoed by Russia and the USA. The third one by 

Rwanda did not pass as it collected only 5 votes for. 

The next one by the UK was characterized as irrele-

vant by China and failed. DPRK’s clause unanimously 

passed in a quick and simple debate. USA submitted a 

clause aimed to help the youth, which was a success 

with only 2 voted against it and the next one by Brazil 

also passed with only 1 vote against. The last two 

clauses by Rwanda and France also passed concentrat-

ing 7 votes in favour.  

Then, it was time to move to the last part of today’s 

convention, to debate upon the final resolutions. Both 

resolutions were a success as they passed with no 

speeches against them. And just like this, Medimun 

XVI came to an end for the HSC. It included very 

interesting and enjoyable debates and clauses to solve 

the problems faced by Haiti and Rwanda. At last, a 

special congratulations to the delegates of Brazil and 

France, to be nominated as the 2 best delegates by our 

chairs.  

 

 

 

16th December 1990.  A big day for 
Haiti. Mr. Jean-Bertrand Aristide was elected, the 
first ever democratically elected president of Haiti. 
The validity of the elections were even confirmed by 
the United Nations, which was really important as the 
country never had a fair free election before. The 
election of Mr. Aristide gave hope to the people of 
Haiti. They begun to hope to leave slavery, 
dictatorships and political instability behind, and start 
a new era of democracy and economic and social 
development. However, the euphoric moment turned 
into a catastrophe and, on 30 September 1991, just 7 
months after he took  office, a coup took place, 
overthrowing the president, sending him to exile. The 
Lieutenant General, Raoul Cédras, led a three-man 
junta, which took power.  

The UN, the whole world but also the people of 
Haiti, condemned the actions of the military forces 
for their unconstitutional and violent disrespect 
towards democracy. The Organization of American 

States Ministers for 
Foreign Affairs 
adopted a resolution 
for the immediate 
return of the 
legitimate President, 
and the restoration 
of democracy in the 
country. The first 
resolution included 
an embargo to the 
trade of goods, 
excluding medical 
and food supplies as 
well as the 
exclusion of the 
dictators from any 
diplomatic, 
economic and 

financial support by the UN and the USA. The 
pressure piled on the illegitimate government. 
However, it did not have the results they hoped for. 
Instead, the country drowned in lawlessness and 
chaos.  

The military conducted numerous human rights 
violations, especially in rural eras where most 
Aristide’s supporters were found. For the next 3 
years, until 1993, brutal atrocities took place all over 
Haiti. The military used violence to suppress any 
peaceful march for democracy in the country.  The 
actions of the de facto government and military had 
absolutely no respect towards human rights. 
Hundreds of women were raped, even underage girls, 
and people suffered and died from extreme poverty 
and hunger. It was one of the most brutal regimes to 
ever pass from the Western Hemisphere. The 
tragedy, however, does not end here. Thousands of 
people were beaten up, slaughtered, murdered and 
orphan kids took over the streets of the country. The 
violence and repression in Haiti led to thousands 
Haitians to retreat from the country by boat. Most 
were repatriated in Haiti by the US government, but 
more than 14 000 became refugees in the United 
States. 

After three years of peaceful negotiations and 
numerous diplomatic solutions by the UN and the 
US, the dictators rejected all of them. The UN tried to 
send troops to save Haiti, but when they arrived at 
Port-au–Prince, they found armed army and civilians, 
which successfully tried to block their entrance to the 
city. On 16 of July 1993, one of the dictators, Cedras, 
visited the USA and signed for his junta to give up 
power. However, when the day eventually came, they 
refused to leave and instead their actions became 
even more inhumane and barbarian.  

The whole world was in a desperate position to stop 
the brutality and barbarism taking place in Haiti and 
tried to restore peace. USA found itself in a desperate 

position to protect their borders from the overflow of 
Haitian refugees, so on September 1994, President 
Clinton launched an operation called “Operation 
Uphold Democracy”. This was a hopeless act, 
attempting to 
restore 
democracy in 
Haiti and bring 
Mr. Aristides 
back to power. 
On September 
19, the first 
military units of 
the United States force landed on the capital of Haiti, 
aiming to overthrow the junta and ensure democracy, 
economic and social development n Haiti. However, 
the three dictators did not abdicate easily. Cedras 
agreed to give up power, only when the 82nd airborne 
Division was coming and all three of the dictators 
were exiled in very favorable terms. On October 18th 
1994, President Aristide was restored by the US 
forces, which marked a new beginning fro Haiti. The 
whole US peacekeeping operation was officially over 
in 1995, when UN troops took over.  

Unfortunately, the operation was just a short-term 
success as it did not democratize Haiti overall. 
Exactly 10 years after the US peacekeeping 
operation, on February 2004, President Aristide’s 
government was overthrown once more. Once again, 
Port-au-Prince was full of foreign troops trying to 
restore peace in the country. A provisional 
government and various local rebel teams controlled 
different parts of the island.  

Haiti faces many problems right now. It is the poorest 
country in North America and suffers from 
corruption and multiple failed governments. The 
troubling history of Haiti has left a deep scar in the 
society, which is very difficult to be healed.  

Situation in Haiti 1994 
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A world in which all individuals enjoy lives free 
from vaccine-preventable diseases. A world in 
which no more people die from polio, measles or 
the flu. More than 3 million lives saved. This is 
the vision of the Global Vaccine Action Plan 
(2011-2020), which consists of 194 member 
states who strive for universal access to 
immunization. You may think that this sounds 
too good to be true. You are right. The GVAP 
made a lot of progress but ultimately did not 
meet their goals for the Decade of Vaccines. 
Polio has not yet been eradicated and there has 
been a surge in measles. In fact, the pandemic of 
COVID-19 shows just how far away we are from 
the dream world of GVAP. What went wrong? 
How does the past help us in not repeating 
mistakes in the future? And how should we deal 
with the coronavirus?  

The GVAP faced many challenges, including 
lack of coordination because of its global scale 
and countries not cooperating fully but instead 
adopting a “pick and choose” approach to satisfy 
their own priorities. However, one of the most 
significant setbacks was the gap between 
developed and developing countries. This gap 
roots back to the 1990s, when measles, tetanus 
and pertussis were responsible for 2 million 
deaths in developing countries but no deaths 
were attributable to the diseases in developed 
countries. A variety of factors is responsible for 
these shocking numbers. Firstly, because of 
poverty, low income countries have inadequate 
facilities for transportation of vaccines, and thus 
cannot target populations in remote areas. 
Moreover, due to the lack of education, there is 
not enough trained personnel. Additionally, the 
ever expanding population in these countries 
(lots of offspring are needed to work to make an 

income and sustain the family) complicates 
matters even more, since it becomes harder to 
vaccinate everyone.  

Even though GVAP failed to achieve their goals, 
it has seen a great number of successes. In order 
to form an appropriate action plan to deal with 
COVID-19, we first need to focus on GVAP’s 
greatest success: the eradication of smallpox. 
Smallpox was the first disease to be eradicated in 
history (1980). The disease, which was 
identifiable by rashes and vesicular lesions, was 
responsible for 500 million deaths. The key to 
this success? Early detection, early response. 
more than 150000 medical professionals went 
door to door in India, the last country with 
smallpox, to ask if the house had an infected 
person. The 120 million households in India at 
first didn't want to report any cases because they 
thought smallpox was the visitation of a deity 
called Shitala Mata. The government then 
offered a reward to anyone who would report a 
case. After the identification of the infected 
people, medical professionals had to create a 
circle of immunity around them by vaccinating 
people living near the confirmed cases.  

Snapping back into the reality of 2021: COVID-
19. Two vaccines, made by Pfizer and Moderna, 
are already being distributed to health care 
workers and elderly people. But the vaccine is 
not the Holy Grail. We will not go back to 
French kissing once it is made available to the 
general population. The problem of equitable 
access, the fair distribution in developed and 
developing countries, remains to be solved. It is 
very important to address this problem 
immediately as it is is in developing countries 
where diseases spread the fastest and until it is 

dealt with there is a risk of a second coronavirus 
outbreak. The most obvious answer is sufficient 
funding. Developed countries could make the 
donations, organizations could send volunteers. 
This solution, however, is not viable. The long 
term solution would be investing in education in 
low income countries which would result in an 
improved economy, more doctors and more 
people knowing how to protect themselves 
against diseases. When healthcare workers, 
vulnerable people and citizens of low income 
countries have been vaccinated, we can then 
focus on the general population significantly 
reducing the cases of COVID-19. Slowly, life 
will go back to normal.  In the future we could 
even use the early detection early response 
method and eradicate the coronavirus.  

In conclusion, GVAP’s goals are ambitious but 
not unattainable. If we manage to solve the 
problems listed above and follow a reasonable 
action plan, a disease free world will cease to be 
mere science fiction.    

Report on the World Health Assembly and Article 
Olympia Maria Koutentaki 

The online debate for the World Health 
Assembly, which was focused on the question of 
using genetic engineering technologies to 
eradicate malaria and the question of global 
vaccination, started at 9:14. The delegates and the 
chairs alike were very excited as they presented 
their arguments on these relevant topics. Despite 
the technical difficulties the delegates faced due 
to the online nature of the meeting, there were 
almost zero interruptions in the debate as the 
delegates proved their dedication and focus. 
Issues such as the impact of genetically 
engineered mosquitoes on the environment and 
the food chain, the ethical complications of 
compulsory vaccines on children and the safe 
transportation of vaccines to developing countries 
were all touched upon. Daniz and Athina 
occasionally corrected the delegates, pointing out 
the correct way to begin a speech or to express a 
point of information, thus creating a friendly 
atmosphere.  

Up until the middle of the debate, the delegates 
were either strongly supporting their allies or had 
decided to adopt the “Kindness and love is the 
new cool” mentality. However, after Athina 
discouraged “too nice” points of information due 
to time constraints, things started to heat up. A 
blazing rivalry was born between 2 passionate 
delegates (looking at you Russia and USA) who 
used the words “hypocrisy” and “hypocrite” all 
too often. Their constructive criticism made the 
debate even more interesting and engaging.  

And if this was not enough to convince you that 
WHA is the most fun committee, then wait until 
you see their photo! The delegates and the chairs 

opted for an eccentric photo where each person 
held a random object. Bleach, a halloumi 
sandwich, an M&M lunchbox and a boot all 
made their appearance. And of course, the return 
of Daniz’s MAC lipstick was a nice throwback to 
the workshop. 

After a break from 10:50 to 11:20, the debate 
continued. The speeches only improved, 
presenting more holistic approaches to the issues: 
the safety of volunteers for vaccinations in low 
income countries, the best way to eliminate the 
misconceptions and stigma surrounding vaccines 
and the importance of education in spreading 
awareness were all topics of discussion.  

After a one-hour lunch break from 1:30 to 2:30, 
the delegates appeared to have lost some of their 
energy. Their arguments remained excellent, but 
they showed less interest in submitting 
amendments, which were highly encouraged by 
the chairs. Daniz and Athina, the ever-considerate 
chairs (and even better presidents) shared their 
screen to show two videos made by the 
MEDIMUN team to entertain the delegates. 
While the videos with topics such as “Best outfit 
challenge” (needless to say they were all 
immaculate) and “The delegates and their 
coffees” played on the screen, the delegates 
enjoyed a few minutes of relaxation. 

With their batteries charged, the delegates 
actively participated in the debates up until the 
next break at 4:00, after which occurred one of 
the highlights of the whole day: Athina’s Just 
Dance performance to “What makes you 
beautiful” by One Direction. Important to note 
that this was definitely not Daniz’s idea (cough 

cough) and after a lot of convincing by the 
delegates, Athina proved that she’s got some 
moves! 

The debate for the final resolutions started at 5:15 
and ended at 5:28 with both resolutions passing 
with a unanimous vote. While the official debate 
was over, President Daniz and the delegate of the 
UK had other plans. In a debate which started 
from an innocent point of information, the 
frenemies argued who was most offended and 
who deserved an apology with an impressive 
amount of follow ups (we stopped counting after 
the third). The whole scene was very poetic and 
made this last debate memorable (to say the 
least). The drama was followed from Daniz’s 
concluding remarks, who thanked the delegates 
for the interesting debate. Athina commented on 
how proud she was of the delegates, and the 
delegates in turn thanked their amazing chairs. 
Before they left the meeting, they read their 
superlatives list which included questions such as 
“The delegate who will most likely stab you in 
the back” and “Best couple: SPICYYY”. The  
meeting ended at 5:56. 

Global vaccination: Problems and Solution regarding COVID-19 
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Report on the ECOSOC and Article 
Derin Toumer and Sadiye Ratib 

The clock was hitting 9:05 am, as the anticipation 

began to rise each second. After a tedious wait in 

the lobby, the delegates instantly appeared one by 

one in the meeting room. We could see the fatigue 

in the faces, sleepy eyes in particular, after a long 

night, which was only made more bearable by 

each sip of coffee that they consumed while trying 

to rush the resolution. Yet there was a long, 

exciting debate awaiting in the next 9 hours. The 

session commenced by the much anticipated, so-

called ‘Humans of Medimun’ video prepared by 

the hard-working MEDI-reporters. Then, it was 

followed by the projection of the clothing 

competition, coffee, and confession video to warm 

up the atmosphere and get the delegates ready, to 

ace the debate! Our two chairs, Aecaterini 

Loizidou and Anastasia Efstathiou took the 

register and at 9:15 lobbying started. All the 

delegates separated into three groups according to 

their resolution topics. The delegates of ECOSOC 

started building their resolution throughout the 

two hours they had. The topics were as follows; 

the question of ensuring the sustainability of 

SMEs in times of health crisis and the question of 

regulating the emergent cryptocurrencies market. 

The clauses were read. The delegate of the UK 

spoke about the issue of the instability and loss of 

jobs in Russia and continuously criticized 

Russia’s arguments. Further, China mentioned 

that they support SMEs as they make up 80% of 

the population's employment. Unfortunately, the 

resolution did not pass. Next was the resolution of 

Indonesia which talked about the concept of angel 

investors. France was a very compassionate 

delegate throughout the debate and this was the 

first of her many points of information. She said 

that angel investors exist at all times so it is not an 

effective solution to a health crisis and further 

stated that it was indeed too small and vague. It 

would be a shame not to mention that there were 

two siblings in our committee who supported each 

other constantly through the entire conference; 

France and the UK. The UK defended her sister’s 

argument by stating; ‘Indonesia’s resolution 

doesn’t specify necessary details about the angel 

investors and financial health’. This resolution did 

not pass as a result. Then, the delegate of China 

presented her resolution and talked about 

healthcare and ensuring none of the benefits of 

employees are annulled. Her resolution was one of 

the few that passed. 

The clock hit 11:30 am. Coffee break. Following a 

well-deserved break, the delegates returned 

energetic and caffeinated looking more awake. 

France presented her resolution talking about lack 
of information and prioritizing some SMEs over 

others. As expected, she received much positive 

feedback about it. Estonia was so amazed at it, 
that he said that ‘It was so perfect that if it took 

the human form it would be him’. The delegates 

continued merging their resolutions, finding and 

fixing attackable points while cooperating well 
with each other. Luckily, the delegates were 

overly compassionate in both their work and 

attitude! Right after, they took a group photo 
where they all seemed nervous trying to give the 

best pose and moved on to topic 2. 

The clock hit 2:30 pm, and the lunch break came 
with a surprise. An intriguing and thrilling poll 

was created by the chairs of our committee about 

the delegates’ character and appearance where the 

participation was made compulsory by the chairs, 
no pretexts were accepted. After the break was the 

very emotional secretarial speeches, where 

everyone shed a few tears. The new topic finally 
started, saving us from boredom. China was the 

first one to do a clause which the UK found 

vague. It did not pass and China got very angry. In 

this part of the conference, the main highlight was 
the debate on the definition of cryptocurrency. 

France insisted that everyone was 

misunderstanding what cryptocurrency meant but 

Russia, South Africa, and Estonia disagreed. It 
will surely stay as a humorous and jolly memory 

for all the delegates. The day ended on a positive 

note with the resolution passing with 6 votes for 
and 3 against. 

 
Lastly, Estonia was chosen to be the best delegate 

and the chairs announced the poll results. There 

were many responses but what will be quite hard 

to forget was that Estonia and Russia were voted 
for the best couple. The wholehearted smiles and 

waves of laughter that hid the sorrow underneath 

concluded the 16th annual MEDIMUN 

conference. 

Should the emergent cryptocurrency market be regulated? 
Over the past four years, cryptocurrencies have become 

more and more ubiquitous, prompting more national and 

regional authorities to grapple with their regulation. But 

what is 

cryptocurrency 

defined as? A 

cryptocurrency is 

a new form of 

digital asset that 

is secured by 

cryptography, 

based on a 

network that is 

distributed across a large number of computers. This 

decentralized structure allows them to exist outside the 

control of governments and central authorities. Bitcoin is 

one of the best known examples. It has been known as a 

revolutionary phenomenon in the financial world that has 

transformed the way in which currencies may evolve as 

the digital age continues. The question of regulating the 

emergent cryptocurrencies market has been controversial 

between a number of countries over years. While some 

believe that it is destined to replace government-

controlled, centralised money with a distributed and 

decentralized alternative, controlled by nothing besides 

market forces and will actually succeed in this, some 

disagree... 

Cryptocurrencies obviously have both costs and benefits. 

However, it has challenged the financial status quo and 

revealed the need for a global financial safety net to 

ensure they reach their full potential without being 

economically detrimental. They not only reduce costs and 

time of international transfers e.g remittance, but they are 

also a way of protection from inflation due to a fixed 

supply of currency. Moreover, privacy is prioritized and 

it is easy to exchange currencies according to this 

method. Decentralisation is also an important aspect of 

cryptocurrencies as it avoids monopolies and ensures 

currency stability.  

On the other hand many may know that they are not as 

good as they are actually described above. Regulations 

may be vital because firstly; data loss resulting from the 

use of cryptocurrencies may cause financial losses. Not 

only that, it could be used for illegal transactions due to 

its high privacy is highly dangerous, but also the fact that 

it interferes with the monetary policy and is 

decentralized, but operated by an organization adds to its 

bad aspects that not many may actually know. 

Additionally, it is extremely susceptible to cyber-attacks 

and a no refund/cancellation policy is set to exist once 

funds are sent.  It is often considered as a threat. For 

instance according to a study conducted  by the European 

Parliament in 2018, more and more regulators are 

worrying about criminals who are increasingly using 

cryptocurrencies for illegitimate activities like money 

laundering, terrorist financing and tax evasion. They say, 

the problem is significant: even though the full scale of 

misuse of virtual currencies is unknown, its market value 

has been reported to exceed EUR 7 billion worldwide. 

They believe that the key issue that needs to be addressed 

in the fight against all of these illegitimate activities is the 

anonymity surrounding cryptocurrencies. Furthermore 

according to their report, the existing European legal 

framework is failing to deal with this issue. 

Regulation policies for the cryptocurrencies are likely to 

derive from government regulation; however, some 

countries have launched their own cryptocurrencies 

which include the Ecuador, China, Senegal, Singapore, 

Tunisia and countries like Estonia, Japan, Palestine, 

Russia and Sweden are looking to launch their own.  

There were attempts made previously to resolve this issue 

including G20, IMF, World Bank, BIS cooperation on a 

regulatory stabelcoin framework to be completed by 

2022. In 2016, the European Parliament's proposal to set 

up a taskforce to monitor virtual currencies to combat 

money laundering and terrorism, passed by 542 votes to 

51, with 11 abstentions, has been sent to the European 

Commission for consideration. While, some countries 

have completely banned cryptocurrencies, other have a 

banking ban in place. Another example is that  of 

Washington state, the US protects cryptocurrency 

investors from fraud by requiring cryptocurrency 

exchanges to create cash reserves equal to the volume of 

transactions as back up for deals and many more. 

Possible solutions found include issuing a short-term plan 

for current cryptocurrencies and a long term plan for a 

potential expansion of cryptocurrencies as means of 

exchange, testing the dynamics of cryptocurrencies 

through a small-scale simulation of the economy, setting 

up a universal protocol for cryptocurrency practices (done 

by each country individually or in cooperation) e.g. how 

they should be taxed or even creating a global licence for 

digital currency exchanges. These are just some of the 

solutions which were thought of however surely, we will 

be able to have more solutions in the future and be able to 

tackle some of the drawbacks of the use of 

cryptocurrencies.  

In conclusion, whether some believe that it’s not the best 

invention and others might believe that it’s a miracle, it is 
indeed known by many to be a revolutionary 
phenomenon in the financial world and represents an 
innovation for our world. Its use could have very a huge 
positive impact on the world as a whole in the future 

unless it is set under strict regulations.  
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If I could wish for anything it’d be gender and racial equality -

Oliver Geddes, GA1 

Because of my indecisiveness I could never pick only one thing 

but depending on the day, yes, I would potentially wish for the 

eradication of world hunger. In terms of what I would wish for 

myself in the long run is to constantly create a life that would not 

feel like I was settling or playing it safe. If you ask me what I 

would wish for at this moment however, it would for sure be a 

driving license or maybe even a trip to London with my best 

friend.....(cheers to corona for taking away our freedom of 

movement).  - Chloe Kallis, GA1 

‘If you could wish for anything what would you wish for?’ 

“I would wish for every person in the world to care less 

about what others do and start worrying about themselves. 

Definetely.” - Andreas Marcou, GA2 

“If I could wish for anything in the world, I would wish to 

have all of the information lost from the great library of 

Alexandria. History will never fully appeal to me because I 

know there is such a big part of it missing.” - Tamara 

Tukhikyan, GA2 

One thing I would wish for is the end of human 

trafficking. It is an issue that has been bothering for a 

long time and it frustrates me to see that this happens 

on a large scale today and that it is difficult to put an 

end to. I really wish one day all people will be treated 

with respect and love and no one will ever have to live 

in the same horrific conditions as people being 

trafficked live in today. – Lukas Nemits,GA3 

I would wish for 10 wishes #Aladdin – Anna Petrides, 

GA3 

I would wish for 24 more hours in the day:) - Danae Xanthıi, GA4 

If  I could wish for anything it would be to always be grateful 

about the paths I've crossed with others. It's very easy to get caught 

up in our own successes and failures where we forget about the 

people we loved and lost. Even in instances where the people 

we've crossed our paths with haven't been the most generous, it's 

always good to be grateful for the part of the path they decided to 

walk in on, even if their impact wasn't that great. And also for a 

coffee –Antonia Michael, GA4 
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I should say something profound here, but the truth is I really miss 

being able to go to huge parties with lots of people. - Eleni 

Anayiotou, Security Council 

Honestly…I don’t know? A Tesla? - Tanay Tandon, Security 

Council 

If I could wish for anything in this world, it would be, global unity and peace, as 

above all we are human beings who should harmoniously coexist and peacefully 

interact - helping each other through the challenges we are faced with.—Georgios 

Nicolaou, Historical Seurity Council 

If I could wish for anything it would probably be for COVID to be gone by the 

time Christmas Break rolls around - I found these 5 euro tickets to Paris (thank 

you Ryanair) I would really love to make use of. Also for the well-being and good 

health of everyone and for absolute poverty to be gone and for a utopian world of 

Santa Claus and bunnies roaming the streets and unicorns and yada yada yada.  - 

Andrea Soteriou, Historical Security Council 

I must say that I’m a huge fan of making wishes. So, this question is very relatable to me! I 

often make a wish as I strongly believe that all our dreams and wishes come true whenever 

they’re destined to be. If I had only one wish, it would be to watch a documentary about myself 

and my self-growth throughout these 18 years. I really want to see how I became a person I’m 

today, and how life-experiences have built my character and have increased my self-confidence 

and ambitions. Self-growth is a continuous progress, so it would be a pleasure for me to see me 

progressing year by year on the other side of the screen.– Daniz Alasgarova, WHA 

To be honest this is a question I despise, (I’m generally an over-thinker an sometimes quite 

indecisive) but I’m going to go with waking up one day and realising the pandemic no longer 

exists, and to be able to travel anywhere in the world! - Athina Stamatis, WHA 

That every delegate can become empowered from their MEDIMUN experience and 

become empowered, by speaking up! - Aecaterini Loizidou, ECOSOC 

“World peace” in the tone of “miss congeniality” - Anastasia Efstathiou, ECOSOC 

World peace, COVID vaccine or a lifetime supply of MEDIMUN brownies? Such a 

hard call! - Emily Petrou, Secretary General 

 

Honestly a return to normality, before the havoc of Covid, and the only way to 

achieve that is time traveling. So if I could wish for anything, it would be to fast 

forward through the pandemic to whenever these issues fade away and we have 

effectively dealt with them.– Chloe Tserioti, Deputy Secretary General 

 

If Anti-Vaxxers come to their senses, and hence we can get rid of this virus, It would 

be amazing to see our Online MEDIMUNers this year enjoying the legendary 

MEDIMUN brownies next year in person.– Omer Emir Serak, President  of the GA 
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