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LETTER FROM THE CHAIRS 

Dear Delegates, 

It is a great honor to welcome you to the 10th edition of John Cabot University Model 

of United Nations, and particularly, to the UN Human Rights Council. 

Throughout these days, you will have the duty to represent many countries around the 

world, their opinions, beliefs and cultures. You will defend their positions on very controversial 

current topics like the Death Penalty and the Rohingya Crisis. However, we trust that you will 

assume the position of your given countries with maturity, seriousness and responsibility to 

ensure a rewarding debate. At the end of the weekend, we hope to see our efforts reflected in 

resolutions (and maybe even amendments) that will give the world an alternative in the topic 

discussed and also an extremely gratifying experience for all of us. 

 As your chairs for this Human Rights Council, we want to expressly remind you that any 

doubt you may have is always warmly welcomed and, of course, going to be answered. To 

ensure that you are comfortable preparing and engaging in the debate, we welcome you to 

approach us with confidence as many times you need. Additionally, the frequent 

communication between delegates (and the chair) is strongly suggested, the key to strong 

solutions, great conclusions and lots of teamwork lies in communication. When our committee 

ends, our goal is for each one of you to leave with more abilities, experiences, learnings and 

preparation for the next challenges you are going to face. 

 

Sincerely, 

 Michelle and Hendrik  
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About us 

 

Hey everyone! My name is Hendrik and I’m a 22 years old 

bachelor student in International Affairs at the University of St. 

Gallen. I’m half German and half Swiss but was born, raised and 

socialized in Basel, Switzerland. Additionally, I was living in 

Zimbabwe for three years and I still consider it as my second 

home. With my field of study, I was predestined to join the St. 

Gallen Model United Nations society in September 2018. There 

I experienced a lot of support in developing my diplomatic skills 

and my knowledge of International politics. After attending 

several conferences in St. Gallen, Tel Aviv and Hamburg, I joined 

the Chairing Team of SGMUN in September 2019, where I 

started to chair our internal debates we have once a week. 

JCUMUN 2020 will be my first Chairing at an International 

Conference and I’m very excited to be a part of it. 

 

 

 

Hello everyone! My name is Michelle (many call me Michi) and 

I'm 20 years old bachelor student in Law and International 

Relations at the Universidad Francisco de Vitoria in Madrid, 

Spain. I’m a very a MUN enthusiast since 2014, but besides 

MUN I really enjoy traveling, cooking and learning new things. 

It is also my first-time chairing at an international conference, 

but I am sure that it will be an amazing experience. Hope to 

see you and get to know you well this February in Rome and 

if you have any questions or doubts don’t hesitate to ask us at 

anytime! 
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INTRODUCTION TO THE COMMITTEE 

The United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) was created in 2006 by resolution 60/251 of 

the General Assembly and is the replacement of the former United Nations Commission on Human Rights. 

This Council was proposed by the Secretary General of that moment, Kofi Annan, after increasing criticism 

of the Commission being ineffective and unaccountable. The Major differences are an increase of annual 

meetings, a higher status within the United Nations and more equitable geographical representation of 

the countries1. 

 

The UNHRC consists of 47 UN member states and its meetings take place in Geneva. Every year, 

the General Assembly elects 15 or 18 member states to UNHRC for a term of three years. A requirement 

for this election is equitable geographical distribution, which means that all geographic regions in the 

world are entitled to a certain number of seats. States may be elected to the HRC regardless of their own 

record on human rights. 

 

The responsibilities of the UNHRC are the promotion and protection of human rights as well as 

the addressing of human rights violations all over the globe. It serves as a forum for dialogue and can 

make recommendations to the General Assembly for the further development of international law in the 

field of human rights as well as promote the implementation of human rights obligations undertaken by 

states. Nonetheless, the HRC has no executive powers and cannot impose any direct sanctions or provide 

a mandate to intervene.2 

 

Actions by the UNHRC help to stem conflicts regarding human right abuse by elucidation of 

problems and giving international condemnation to them. The Council stirs the global attention and 

increases the pressure on national governments to take actions for an improvement of those situations. 

 

Since 2006, 114 of the 193 UN member states have served on the UNHRC. In the current 14th cycle 

in 2020, the Representative of Austria, Elisabeth Tichy-Fisslberger was elected for the presidency.3 

 

 

 
1 UN News (March 27th2006): Human Rights Commission concludes its work, hands it over to new Council.Last 

accessed on the 1stDecember 2019. Retrieved from https://news.un.org/en/story/2006/03/173652-human-rights-

commission-concludes-its-work-hands-over-new-council 
2 General Assembly (March 15th2006): Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 15 March 2006 60/251 

Human Rights Council. Last accessed on the 1stDecember 2019. Retrieved from https://documents-dds-

ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N05/502/66/PDF/N0550266.pdf?OpenElement 
3 UNHRC (December 6th2019) Human Rights Council Elects Elisabeth Tichy-Fisslberger of Austria as its president 

for 2020. Last accessed on the 14th January 2020. Retrieved from 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25409&LangID=E 
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TOPIC A: DEATH PENALTY 

 

1.1 Context  

 When referring to death penalty, it is necessary to go back to the origins. According to the 

Death Penalty Information Center (DPIC), the first laws concerning death penalty date to the 18 

Century B.C., specifically to the ones located in the Code of Hammurabi. Along with the laws 

codifying capital punishment for 25 different crimes, in this Code, throughout time other laws have 

also included this penalty for different crimes. Examples of the [ancient] codes which included the 

death penalty are: the Hittite Code (14th Century B.C.), the Draconian Code (7th Century B.C.) and 

also the Twelve Tablets of the Roman Law (5th Century B.C.). It is important to point out that the 

different ways of carrying out these death sentences included: crucifixion, hanging, beheading, 

impalement, drowning, burning alive, beating and even stoning to death [DPIC,  (n/d)]. 

 Even though these practises originated in the 18th Century B.C., they can (and are) still found 

in many modern nation’s criminal law sentences nowadays but in a much lower scale than several 

decades past. While there is no particular form of international customary law prohibiting the 

sentencing to execution, states are obligated to other treaties and agreements to safeguard the rights 

of those that have been sentenced to death. In this study guide we will thoroughly describe and 

explain the facts regarding capital punishment in modern society, and those rights that are granted 

to death row inmates.  

 

 

1.2 Definition 

This is one of the most important aspects of the topic: The United Nations (nor the 

UNHRC) does not uphold a specific definition for death penalty/capital punishment. Even though 

they promote its abolition, they do not have a common definition for the term. 

We will proceed to define “death penalty” according to the Encyclopædia Britannica, 

which is considered as the “execution of an offender sentenced to death after a conviction by a 
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court of law of a criminal offence”4. Usually a period of time between the conviction and the 

execution takes place because of the possibility to substitute/change the sentence (the correct 

legal term would be commute) for life imprisonment and avoid the death sentence.  

Safeguards allotted to prisoners sentenced to execution have a wide range and variety in several 

national and intergovernmental institutions. In this sense, it will be the task of the delegate to find those 

safeguards that bind each state to international rights and protections for of those facing the death 

penalty.  

 

1.3 Controversy and Arguments 

The Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights advocates for the universal 

abolition of the death penalty and the UN Human Rights Office argues this position considering 

the fundamental nature of the right to life; the unacceptable risk of executing innocent people; 

and the absence of proof that the death penalty serves as a deterrent to crime. More than 160 

Member States of the United Nations have either abolished the death penalty or do not practice 

it. However, prisoners in a number of countries continue to face execution. 

Given that a majority of countries use the death penalty, the draftees of the International 

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR) begun moves for its abolition in international law. 

Nevertheless, Article 6 of the ICCPR permits the use of the death penalty in limited 

circumstances. Additionally, the article 6 also provides that “nothing in this article shall be 

invoked to delay or to prevent the abolition of capital punishment by any State Party to the 

present Covenant.” 

Taking into consideration the series of UN General Assembly resolutions adopted in 

2007, 2008, 2010, 2012 and 2013, the mandate of the UNHRC in to urged States to respect 

international standards that protect the rights of those facing the death penalty, to progressively 

restrict its use and reduce the number of offences punishably by death. 5 

Also related to limitations and standards respected internationally are those that are often 

related to the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations, whereas, the rights of the prisoner are 

 
4 UNHRC (2019) HRC briefing note. Last accessed on the 1st December 2019. Retrieved from 
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/HRBodies/HRCouncil/HRC_briefingnote_EN.pdf  
5 https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/DeathPenalty/Pages/DPIndex.aspx 
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directly linked to informing them of their rights and informing their nation of origin of their trial 

and sentencing. Several cases have resulted from the linking of this Convention to cases of death 

row inmates, and the reconsideration of their trials in the absence of their rights being upheld 

under the Vienna Convention.  

During this conference, the UNHRC will be looking forward to discussing the safeguards 

guaranteeing protection of the rights of those facing the death penalty, and the international 

disagreements in their execution.  

 When discussing the topic of the death penalty, many subtopics, questions and opinions 

arise. In this chapter it is of utmost importance to remind readers that 1) the position, beliefs and 

arguments that are going to be defended in committee are the ones held by countries (therefore 

only the nation’s point of view) and not the delegates’ or individuals’ inside that nation (attain to 

your official public position regarding the issue), 2) it is very sensitive topics that in every case 

must be addressed respectfully and diplomatically (just as any other topic) and 3) even though 

that the main argument is often morally based, we will omit this argument during the debate 

(thus, no speeches/solutions/clauses/solutions backed up with a morally wrong or right 

arguments will be in order). 

 Because of the controversial root of this issue, the debate between executing a criminal 

or not, death penalty has certainly not been kept out of the spotlight. Even though many 

arguments exist, we will focus mainly on three (3) headings displayed in the following table6:  

 

1.4 Current situation 

1.4.1 Country List 

It is relevant to separate countries in four (4) different categories. Based on the NGO 

Amnesty International’s 2018 report, the following division will be stated as follows: 1) 

Abolitionists for all crimes, 2) Abolitionists for ordinary crimes only, 3) Abolitionists in practice 

and 4) retentionists. 

 

a) Abolitionists for all crimes: no death penalty provided for any crime.

 
6 Britannica (n/d) Capital Punishment. Last accessed on December 02, 2019. Retrieved from:  
https://www.britannica.com/topic/capital-punishment/Arguments-for-and-against-capital-punishment 
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Albania,  

Andorra,  

Angola,  

Argentina,  

Armenia,  

Australia,  

Austria,  

Azerbaijan,  

Belgium,  

Benin, 

Bhutan,  

Bolivia,  

Bosnia-Herzegovina,  

Bulgaria,  

Burundi,  

Cambodia,  

Canada,  

Cape Verde,  

Colombia,  

Congo (Republic of),  

Cook Islands,  

Costa Rica,  

Côte D'Ivoire,  

Croatia,  

Cyprus,  

Czech Republic,  

Denmark,  

Djibouti,  

Dominican Republic,  

Ecuador,  

Estonia,  

Finland,  

Fiji,  

France,  

Gabon,  

Georgia,  

Germany,  

Greece,  

Guinea,  

Guinea-Bissau,  

Haiti,  

Holy See,  

Honduras,  

Hungary,  

Iceland,  

Ireland,  

Italy,  

Kiribati,  

Kyrgyzstan,  

Latvia,  

Liechtenstein,  

Lithuania,  

Luxembourg,  

Macedonia,  

Madagascar,  

Malta,  

Marshall Islands,  

Mauritius,  

Mexico,  

Micronesia,  

Moldova,  

Monaco,  

Mongolia,  

Montenegro,  

Mozambique,  

Namibia,  

Nauru,  

Nepal,  

Netherlands,  

New Zealand,  

Nicaragua,  

Niue,  

Norway,  

Palau,  

Panama,  

Paraguay,  

Philippines,  

Poland,  

Portugal,  

Romania,  

Rwanda,  

Samoa,  

San Marino,  

Sao Tome And Principe,  

Senegal,  

Serbia (including Kosovo),  

Seychelles,  

Slovakia,  

Slovenia,  

Solomon Islands,  

South Africa,  

Spain,  

Suriname, 

Sweden,  

Switzerland,  

Timor-Leste,  
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Togo,  

Turkey,  

Turkmenistan,  

Tuvalu,  

Ukraine,  

United Kingdom,  

Uruguay,  

Uzbekistan,  

Vanuatu,  

Venezuela.

 

b) Abolitionists for ordinary crimes only: countries that admit death penalty for exceptional 

crimes or crimes committed under exceptional circumstances.

Burkina Faso, 

Chile 

El Salvador,  

Guatemala,  

Israel,  

Kazakhstan,  

Peru.

 

c) Abolitionists in practice (or De Facto): countries that retain the death penalty but that can 

be considered abolitionists in practice because they have not executed anyone in the 

past 10 years and because they have made an international commitment to avoid the 

implementation of the capital punishment.

Algeria,  

Brazil,  

Brunei Darussalam,  

Cameroon,  

Central African Republic,  

Eritrea,  

Ghana,  

Grenada,  

Kenya,  

Laos,  

Liberia,  

Malawi,  

Maldives,  

Mali,  

Mauritania,  

Morocco/Western Sahara,  

Myanmar,  

Niger,  

Papua New Guinea,  

Russian Federation,  

Sierra Leone,  

South Korea,  

Sri Lanka,  

Swaziland,  

Tajikistan,  

Tanzania, 

Tonga,  

Tunisia,  

Zambia.

 

 

d) Retentionists: countries that maintain and implement the death penalty for ordinary 

crimes. 

Afghanistan,  

Antigua and Barbuda,  

Bahamas,  

Bahrain,  

Bangladesh,  

Barbados,  

Belarus,  

Belize,  

Botswana,  
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Chad,  

China,  

Comoros,  

Democratic Republic of 

the Congo,  

Cuba,  

Dominica,  

Egypt,  

Equatorial Guinea,  

Ethiopia,  

Gambia,  

Guyana,  

India,  

Indonesia,  

Iran,  

Iraq,  

Jamaica,  

Japan,  

Jordan,  

Kuwait,  

Lebanon,  

Lesotho,  

Libya,  

Malaysia,  

Nigeria,  

North Korea,  

Oman,  

Pakistan,  

Palestine (State of),  

Qatar,  

Saint Kitts and Nevis,  

Saint Lucia,  

Saint Vincent and the 

Grenadines,  

Saudi Arabia,  

Singapore, 

Somalia,  

South Sudan,  

Sudan,  

Syria,  

Taiwan,  

Thailand,  

Trinidad And Tobago,  

Uganda,  

United Arab Emirates,  

United States Of 

America, 

Viet Nam,  

Yemen,  

Zimbabwe.

 

 After laying out these facts, it is important to highlight that there are 106 abolitionist 

countries for all crimes, 8 countries that are considered as abolitionists for ordinary crimes and 

28 countries considered as abolitionists in practice. This means that the total of abolitionist 

countries (in law or practice) amount to 142, while retentionist countries are only formed by 56 

countries [Amnesty International (2018)]. 

 

1.4.2 Facts About Countries (Committee) 

● Afghanistan7 

 Status: retentionist.  

Methods of execution: hanging (held in the criminal code) and shooting. 

Number of Individuals under death sentence (2019): at least 344. 

 Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 
7 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Afghanistan 



 

11 

  

 
P
A
G
E 
1 

 

● Australia 

Status: abolitionist for all crimes 

 

● Austria 

Status: abolitionist for all crimes 

 

● Bangladesh8  

 Status: retentionist. 

 Methods of execution: Hanging and shooting. 

 Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): at least1.500. 

 Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 1. 

 

● Brazil9  

Status: Abolitionist in practice. 

Date of the last execution: 1855. 

 

● Canada 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● China10 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: lethal injection and shooting. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): possible thousands (State 

secret, not access to this information). 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): possible thousands (State secret, 

not access to this information). 

+ Extra fact: world’s leading executioner, with at least 650 a year (even 

though this number is only a mere approximation.) 

 
8 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Bangladesh 
9 Idem Amnesty International (2018) Abolitionist and Retentionist Countries as of July 2018. 
10 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: China 
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● Egypt11 

  Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging. 

  Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): over 2000 people. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 26. 

 

● France 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● Gambia12 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging and shooting by a firing squad. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 0 (commuted the offenders’ 

death sentences to life imprisonment). 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 

● Germany 

Status: abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● India13 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging and shooting. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 371. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 

● Indonesia14 

Status: retentionist. 

 
11 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Egypt 
12 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Gambia 
13 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: India 
14 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Indonesia 



 

13 

  

 
P
A
G
E 
1 

Methods of execution: shooting by a firing squad. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 308. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 

● Italy 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● Japan15 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 114. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 2. 

 

● Laos16 

Status: Abolitionist in practice. 

Methods of execution: shooting by firing squad. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 315. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

Date of the last execution: 1989. 

 

● Malaysia 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2018): 1275 

Number of individuals executed this year: 0. 

 

● Mexico 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

 
15 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Japan 
16 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Laos 
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● Myanmar17 

Status: Abolitionist in practice. 

Methods of execution: hanging. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): at least 9 (exact data 

unavailable). 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 

● Pakistan18 

Status: retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging and only in specific cases (the Supreme Court ruled 

these) a stipulated retributive punishment will take place, meaning that the punishment 

should be done in the same manner as the crime. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 5000 (approximately). 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 14. 

 

● Russian Federation19 

Status: Abolitionist in practice. 

Methods of execution: shooting by firing squad. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 0. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

Date of the last execution: 1999. 

 

● Rwanda 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● Saudi Arabia20 

Status: Retentionist. 

Methods of execution: beheading, stoning and shooting. 

 
17 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Myanmar 
18 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Pakistan 
19 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Russian Federation 
20 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Saudi Arabia 
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Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 43. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 139. 

 

● Singapore21  

Status: Retentionist. 

Methods of execution: hanging. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 40. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 2. 

 

● South Africa 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

● Spain 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● Sweden 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● Thailand22 

Status: Retentionist. 

Methods of execution: lethal injection. 

Number of individuals under death sentence (2019): 551. 

Number of individuals executed this year (2019): 0. 

 

● Turkey 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes. 

 

● United Kingdom 

Status: Abolitionist for all crimes.  

 

 
21 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Singapore 
22 Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Death Penalty Data Base: Thailand 
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1.4.3 Common Methods of Execution 

 

 According to the Cornell Center on Death Penalty Worldwide, there are nine (9) common 

methods of execution. They are: hanging (allowed in 60 countries), shooting by a firing squad 

(allowed in 28 countries), lethal injection (allowed in 6 countries), beheading (4), stoning (9), 

electrocution, gas chamber and falling from an unknown height.23 

 This Center explained that the most common/applied method (authorized by law) is 

hanging, while the least common are electrocution, gas chamber and falling from an unknown 

height. While many data are issued by countries, the Maldives do not provide any data regarding 

their methods and Sudan applies a different method based on retribution: a retributive sentence 

is going to be carried out in the exact same way in which the offender caused death.24 

 

1.4.4 International Framework 

 

 It is a fact that in the international community, there are many efforts, treaties, 

declarations and even protocols that try to abolish or at least limit/regulate the death penalty. 

We will explain only the most relevant (NOTE: this does not mean that other 

sources/treaties/resolutions/protocols/similars will not be taken into consideration.) These 

documents are:  

 

a) Second Optional Protocol to ICCPR, aiming at the abolition of the death penalty: in 1989 

the GA adopted this optional protocol which made parties agree to not execute anyone 

within their jurisdictions. 

 

b) UN General Assembly Resolutions: between 2007 and 2013 mainly four GA resolutions 

urged States to; 1. respect international standards regarding the protection of the 

convicted facing death penalty, 2. to start restricting its use and lastly 3. to reduce the 

number of offences that are punishable by death.  

 

 
23 Cornell Center on the Death Penalty Worldwide (2019) Methods of Execution 
24 Idem Cornel Center on the Death Penalty Worldwide 
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c) Capital punishment and implementation of the safeguards guaranteeing protection of 

the rights of those facing the death penalty (ECOSOC, 201525): in the ECOSOC, even 

though trying to invite countries to abolish the death penalty, they created a set of 

minimum safeguards regarding the protection of the rights of the people who face death 

penalty. 

 

d) The Death Penalty Moratorium Resolution (A/RES/73/17526): in 2018, 120 nations 

adopted the UN Death Penalty Moratorium Resolution (UNDPMR)27 in the Third 

Committee (SOCHUM)  [UN, 2018]. This Resolution basically serves as a moratorium 

(prohibition/suspension) on the use of the capital punishment. 

 

1.4.5. News and Cases 

 

 Botswana, 200628: Oteng Modisane Ping was executed secretly. neither his family 

members or lawyers were officially informed of the details (date/time) of his execution. His family 

found out about his death through a news station in the radio after the execution got done 

without any notice. after his execution, Ping’s family did not have access to his body, were not 

allowed any visits to his grave nor the insurance that he received a proper burial. 

 

 United States, 194429: In 1944 George Stinney Jr. was the convicted for the murder and 

rape of to white girls. Being the youngest person who faced death penalty, the chair was not 

prepared for such a tiny individual, but rather for full-grown men. The straps did not fit Stinney 

properly. 

 Nowadays, many hold the belief that he was wrongfully convicted. 

 

 
25 ECOSOC (2015) Capital punishment and implementation of the safeguards guaranteeing protection 

of the rights of those facing the death penalty 

https://www.unodc.org/documents/commissions/CCPCJ/CCPCJ_Sessions/CCPCJ_24/Death_Penalty

_AUV.pdf 
26 73/175. Moratorium on the use of the death penalty https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/73/175 
27 United Nations (2018) https://www.un.org/press/en/2018/gashc4252.doc.htm  
28 OHCHR (2017) Death penalty and transparency – what's to hide? 
 https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DeathPenaltyandTransparency.aspx 
29 Systemic Justice (2014) George Stinney Jr.  https://systemicjusticeblog.wordpress.com/category/race/ 
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1.5 Specification of the Topic 

 

 Understanding that this is a very broad topic, we must come down to three (3) certain 

specific questions to help shape the upcoming debate:  

 

● Why is death penalty still imposed if its deterrent effect is not higher than life 

imprisonment or longer-termed imprisonment? 

● How can the UN invite more nations to abide by the Moratorium of Death Penalty/stop 

practicing this punishment? 

● Whether your country practices it or not: how can we ensure/guarantee the prisoners of 

the basic Human Rights before (their execution)? 

 

 More ideas and caucus’ topics will be more than welcome, but these three main 

questions/topic ideas should be addressed accordingly in committee. *** 

 

***NOTE: please be sure to read the recommendation left in the “Guide” chapter of the study 

guide. The reading explains very concisely the relation of the death penalty and its deterrent 

effect. 

 

TOPIC B: ROHINGYA CRISIS 

2.1 General information about the Rohingya people 

The Rohingya people are an ethnic group, mostly living in Rakhine state in Myanmar. The majority 

of the Rohingyas are Muslims, a small number are part of the Hindu religion. They have their own language 

and culture. There were approximately 1 million Rohingyas living in Rakhine state of Myanmar until the big 

refugee crisis in 2017. They are considered the largest stateless group in the world, as Myanmar doesn’t 

allow them to have a citizenship. The United Nations considered the ethnic minority the “most persecuted 

minority in the world”30 as the minority is heavily persecuted by the Burmese security forces.  

 

 
30 Human Rights Council (5th December 2019): Human Rights Council opens special session on the situation of 

human rights of the Rohingya and other minorities in Rakhine State in Myanmar Retrieved on December 11th from 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22491&LangID=E 
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Rakhine state within Myanmar. source: https://www.amnesty.org/en/latest/news/2017/11/myanmar-

apartheid-in-rakhine-state/ 

 

2.2 Historic Background 

The history of Muslim groups within the region of today’s Myanmar lead back to the 1430s A.D. 

During this time, the first Muslim settlers came to Arkan state, a coastal kingdom in what is now Myanmar. 

When the Arkan state was conquered by the Burmese Empire in 1784, there was already a small Muslim 

population that was living there. In 1824 the Burmese Empire faced the same destiny as the Arkan state 

did 40 years before and was conquered by Great Britain.31  

 

During the colonial era, Burma was included to the colony of British India. Therefore, it formed one region 

together with the current nations of Pakistan, India and Bangladesh.  

British India 1893 Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:IndiaPolitical1893ConstablesHandAtlas.jpg 
 

 
31 National Geographic (8th February 2019): Who are the Rohingya people? Retrieved on December 11th from 

https://www.nationalgeographic.com/culture/people/reference/rohingya-people/ 
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The time of colonisation of the region marked the era of the biggest migration of Muslims into 

today’s known area of Myanmar. Most of these Muslims came as migrant workers from Bengal, a region 

that lies between the modern border of India and Bangladesh.  

 

In 1948, Myanmar gained independence of the British Empire. The new Burmese government 

have not taken the Muslim minority into their consideration when they created the structure of their young 

nation. The 1948 Union Citizenship Act defined the requirements to become a citizen of Myanmar. 135 

ethnic groups were considered to be allowed to gain citizenship. The Rohingya people were not on the 

list.  

 

In 1962, the nation was transferred into a military state. In this period the government gave fewer 

and fewer documentation to Rohingya people. This tendency continued until 1982, when a new law denied 

citizenship to all Rohingya people. 32 

 

The military state marked a period where Rohingya people became victims of state-sponsored 

persecution. There have been several campaigns in which the military forces have been accused of Human 

Right abuses such as rape, destruction of houses and villages and mass arrests. The most famous military 

campaigns against the Rohingyas have been the “Operation King Dragon” and the “Operation Clean and 

Beautiful Nation”. During this time a huge number of Rohingyas were pushed out of the country. The 

military forces always denied such interventions. 

 

2.3 Current situation 

 

This discrimination continues until today. The Rohingya people are not recognized under national 

law and the government considers them as illegal immigrants. This means that the people cannot access 

any social services or education and their movement outside Rakhine state is heavily restricted. Even inside 

Rakhine state, the Rohingyas are only allowed to live within certain townships. Myanmar also imposed 

strict regulations on birth control and marriage for the Rohingya people, only allowing them to have two 

 
32 Lowenstein, A (October 2015): Persecution of the Rohingya Muslims: Is Genocide occurring in  

Myanmar’s Rakhine State? Retrieved on December 11th from 

http://www.fortifyrights.org/downloads/Yale_Persecution_of_the_Rohingya_October_2015.pdf 
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children.33 The government of Myanmar even refuses to use the term “Rohingya” for these people. They 

are often called Bengalis, foreigners or simply terrorists. 34 

 

2.4 The Crisis in 2017 

 

In August 2017 the ARSA (Arakan Rohingya Salvation Army), an Islamic separatist rebel group, 

launched several attacks on government institutions, especially on police posts of Myanmar.  In reaction 

to this, the government started an extensive “clearance operation” where at least 288 Rohingya villages 

were destroyed by the security forces. Within one month after the operation started, at least 6’700 people, 

including approximately 730 children under the age of five were killed. According to a report by Amnesty 

International, the military also raped and abused Rohingya women and girls. The government insist that 

the operation only lasted until the beginning of September 2017 and claims that the number of deaths 

are only 400. Nonetheless, there is a lot of evidence that the operation lasted longer as international 

journalists have reported ongoing fire-raising in Rohingya villages.35  

 

The consequence of these operations has been a massive refugee crisis starting in 2017. More 

than 300,000 people fled directly after the military operation to Bangladesh. In 2019 the number of 

refugees increased to already 750,000. Bangladesh opened its borders for the refugees. By now, there 

are almost one million Rohingyas living in big refugee camps in Cox's Bazar, a region of Bangladesh.   

 

In Rakhine state, the repression of the remaining Rohingyas continues as all aspects of their lives 

are controlled by the government. The fights between the ARSA and the local security forces intensified 

since January 2019 and the Burmese military forces have been continuously accused of committing crimes 

against humanity. There have been negotiations between Bangladesh and Myanmar about a repatriation 

of refugees back to Rakhine state. The international community is alarmed by such negotiations as the 

safety and dignity of the Rohingyas is not guaranteed in Myanmar. 36 

 
33 National Geographic (8th February 2019): Who are the Rohingya people? Retrieved on December 

11th from https://www.nationalgeographic.com/culture/people/reference/rohingya-people/ 
34 Quartz (3rd October 2017): A brief history of the word “Rohingya” at the heart of a humanitarian  

crisis.  Retrieved on December 11th from https://qz.com/1092313/a-brief-history-of-the-word-

rohingya-at-the-heart-of-a-humanitarian-crisis/ 
35 BBC News (24th April 2018): Myanmar Rohingya: What you need to know about the crisis Retrieved 

on December 11th from https://www.bbc.com/news/world-asia-41566561 
36 Time Magazine (25th August 2019): It's Been Two Years Since 730,000 Rohingya Were Forced to Flee. There's 

No End in Sight to the Crisis Retrieved on December 11th from https://time.com/5660088/rohingya-crisis-

myanmar/ 
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2.5 Actions by the international community 

 

The response of the international community has been very limited due to the Veto power of 

China in the Security Council. Therefore, any attempt that has had the goal to create stronger diplomatic 

ties with the Burmese regime, were blocked. Additionally, India is deepening its military engagement with 

Myanmar and has announced that they will deport 40’000 Rohingyas, who fled to India back to Myanmar. 

Bangladesh, which has always been the main haven for Rohingya refugees, has started to push back 

refugees to Rakhine state. However, there have been condemnations by the UN, the USA, Indonesia and 

the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation, but they did not show any effects on the policies towards the 

Rohingyas.37  

 In December 2019, The Gambia, supported by 57 member countries of the Islamic Cooperation 

(OIC) accuses Myanmar of massive Human Rights abuses during their military cleansing operation in 2017 

at the International Court of Justice (ICJ) in the Hague. The Gambia's Attorney General and Justice 

Minister, Abubacarr M Tambadou, told the court: "All that The Gambia asks is that you tell Myanmar to 

stop these senseless killings, to stop these acts of barbarity that continue to shock our collective 

conscience, to stop this genocide of its own people" The detailed press release of the ICJ can be found 

in the guide chapter.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 
37 Australian Institute of International Affairs (12th September 2017): The International Response to the Rohingya 

Crisis Retrieved on December 11th 2019 from 

http://www.internationalaffairs.org.au/australianoutlook/international-community-response-rohingya/ 
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RELEVANT QUESTIONS 

Topic A: Death Penalty 

● Does your government practices death penalty? Why or why not? 

● If your country practices it: how can you persuade others to respect your nation’s decision? 

● If your country does not practice it: how can you persuade others to end their use of death penalty? 

● Is the recidivism rate lower or higher in abolitionist countries than retentionist countries? 

● Can capital punishment save the funds that are spent on the imprisoned? 

● Can capital punishment be seen as a violation of the Human Rights? Why? 

● Psychological consequences of executed people’s families. 

● How to deal with the chance of executing an innocent? Is it better to keep a criminal alive than to 

execute an innocent person? 

● After being executed, should the prisons -taking advantage of the death penalty- give away the 

prisoners’ organs for transplants? 

 

 

 

Topic B: Rohingya Crisis 

● Does your country have a direct influence on the crisis? 

● What were the consequences of the crisis to your country? (Think about migration, religion, 

geopolitics, humanitarian aid) 

● What measures can be taken to prevent Human Rights violations against Rohingyas? 

● How can the issue of statelessness be tackled? 

● How can arbitration be reached between the ARSA and the Burmese military forces? 

● In which areas can the international community support NGOs that supply humanitarian aid? 

● In what ways should countries be supported, that grant asylum to Rohingya people? 

● How should the international community react to human rights violations of national authorities? 

● As the UNHRC cannot enforce any regulations, you always have to think about institutions or 

authorities that can be encouraged by the UNHRC to implement concrete measures in this topic 
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READING GUIDE 

 

National Academies Press (2012). Deterrence and the Death Penalty. Chapter 3: Determining the 

Deterrent Effect of Capital Punishment: Key Issues. Available at: 

https://www.nap.edu/read/13363/chapter/5 

 An excelent summary regarding the relation between death penalty and the -controversial- deterrent 

efect. This is an extremely brief and recommendable read to properly understand and thus, address this 

important topic in committee.  

 

International Court of Justice (2019). Aplications of the Conventions on the Prevention and Punishment of 

the Crime of Genocide (The Gambia v. Myanmar). Available at: https://www.icj-cij.org/files/case-

related/178/178-20191212-PRE-01-00-EN.pdf 

The unofficial press release of the ICJ that shows the requests of the Gambia and Myanmar 

regarding the case in detail. 

 

Human Rights Watch (n.d). The Rohingya Crisis. Available at: https://www.hrw.org/tag/rohingya-crisis 

The Human Rights Watch reports give additional information about human rights violations on 

Rohingya people 

 
Council on Foreign Relations (2019). The Rohingya Crisis. Available at: 

https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/rohingya-crisis 

An extended summary of the whole topic that gives answers to the most relevant questions of 

the crisis. 
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