
CHAIR LETTERS 

Dear Delegates, 

It is with great pleasure and excitement that I welcome you to the Human Rights Committee. I 

can’t wait to see you, the delegates, debate, cooperate, and most importantly - have fun!  

As for myself, my name is Maya Hamovic. I’m 16 years old and from Israel. I’ve been doing 

MUN for two years now, and I absolutely love it, especially the aspects of public speaking and 

leadership. HolyLandMUN is my sixth conference. Outside MUN, I’m very passionate about 

languages (I’m fluent in four, and learning another few) and science, particularly neuroscience. 

I’ve also participated in the Israel Brain Bee competition, which is a neuroscience competition. 

If you have any questions regarding the committee and its topics, feel free to contact me 

(maya.hamovic@gmail.com) 

 

Wish you all the best and lots of luck, 

Maya 
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Dear Delegates, 

It is my honour to welcome you to HolyLandMUN’s human rights committee. We will be 

discussing some extremely pressing, important and pivotal issues contemporary society is facing 

as we speak. While it may seem overwhelming to some, I hope to make this debate easily 

approachable to even the most inexperienced of delegates. 

Speaking of inexperience, this will in fact be my first time chairing at a conference, so although I 

may have plenty of experience in your shoes, this will definitely be a learning experience for me 

as well. I am from London, and will be turning 17 later this year, with this being my first Israeli 

conference, having participated in 7 conferences back home. As a delegate, I tend to be fairly 

mischievous, so my perception of all your shenanigans will be watertight. 

My hobbies other than MUN include watching loads of films, which I am very much willing to 

discuss with anyone who disagrees with my statement that Rango is the greatest movie ever 

created (outside of debate time, of course), and I play bass guitar in a catastrophically bad garage 

rock band (It's called Ultimate Frisbee and that should show you the level we’re working on here, 

and before you look it up I’ve deleted all our songs off YouTube out of shame) as well. 

Overall I’m really excited to get to know you guys and hope we have a great, although 

productive, time this conference. 

See you in August, 

Ben Goren (ben.j.goren@gmail.com) 
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INTRODUCTION TO THE COMMITTEE 

The Human Rights Council was established on March 15, 2006, to replace the United Nations 

Commission on Human Rights. The council is made of 47 member states, which are elected for 

three-year terms by the majority of the United Nations General Assembly.  

The Council's Membership is based on equitable geographical distribution. Seats are distributed 

as follows: 13 for Africa, 13 for Asia-Pacific, 8 for Latin American and Caribbean States, 7 for 

Western Europe and other States, and 6 for Eastern Europe. The General Assembly takes into 

account the candidate States' contribution to the promotion and protection of human rights, as 

well as their voluntary pledges and commitments in this regard. 

The committee’s mandate includes preventing human rights violations, securing respect for all 

human rights, promoting international cooperation to protect human rights, coordinating related 

activities throughout the United Nations, and to lead efforts to integrate a human rights approach 

within all work carried out by United Nations agencies. The Human Rights Council makes sure 

that all people understand their rights and have the same rights, checks if people are able to use 

their rights, checks what governments do to protect the rights of the people in their countries, 

and helps people who got their rights taken away. 

The UN General Assembly can suspend the rights and privileges of any Council member that it 

decides has persistently committed gross and systematic violations of human rights during its 

term of membership. The suspension process requires a two-thirds majority vote by the General 

Assembly. 

 

 



TOPIC A: THE ROLE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY IN 

THE PROTECTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS IN COUNTRIES WITH 

POWER VACUUMS 

BACKGROUND TO THE ISSUE 

In political science and political history, the term Power Vacuum, also known as a power void or 

a political vacuum, is an analogy between a physical vacuum to the political condition "when 

someone has lost control of something and no one has replaced them." 

An example of a Power Vacuum is the one that occurred in Russia in 1917. In March 1917, when 

the Tsar's government collapsed, a Provisional Government, led by Alexander Kerensky was set 

up.  The Provisional Government - a temporary government - did not really carry out any major 

reforms. All it did was to abolish press censorship and allow political freedom. This gave the 

government's opponents - such as the Bolsheviks the freedom to attack the government for the 

problems it was not solving.   

While the Provisional Government was actually set up to fill the Power Vacuum that occurred 

after the tsar’s government collapsed, the Provisional Government itself can be regarded as an 

elongation of the Power Vacuum. The Provisional Government had to share power with the 

Petrograd Soviet (the city council of Petrograd, today known as St. Petersburg, the capital of the 

Russian Empire). Members of the Soviet always rejected the decisions of the Provisional 

Government. The Provisional Government did nothing to stop the war (WW1), end the 

shortages of food and fuel in Petrograd, did nothing to solve the land problem, and did little to 

deal with its opponents. All actions mentioned above are the responsibility of every government 

towards the citizens of its country, especially during war.  

Another example of a Power Vacuum is one that occurred much earlier, in June 323 BC. This 

date refers to the death of Alexander the Great, who was a king, commander, politician, scholar, 

and explorer. He ruled the ancient Greek kingdom of Macedon between the years 336-323 BC 

and was acknowledged as a military genius. His death in June 323 BC was so sudden that when 

reports of his death reached Greece, they were not immediately believed. Alexander had no 

obvious or legitimate heir, his son being born after his death, and his half-brother Arrhidaeus 

being seen as a barbarian who shouldn’t rule. It is believed that Alexander told his companions 

that his empire should be given to “the strongest”, however, no specific person was mentioned. 

Finally, his trusted subordinates, mainly Antigonus, Seleucus, and Ptolemy divided his army 

between themselves and set about carving the army. The result was a splitting of the Hellenic 

Empire into three opposing factions. 



From these two examples, we can see that Power Vacuums lead to instability and generally result 

in violence. More often than not, Power Vacuums occur following the sudden death of a leader, 

but can also occur during war, when a government doesn’t have enough means to care for its 

people, or when a leader fails to build a coalition or a stable government. 

CURRENT SITUATION 

An example of a more contemporary instance of a Power Vacuum being present in a country 

would be the Libyan government in the aftermath of the 2011 Libyan Civil War. After the defeat 

of the military dictator Colonel Muammar Gaddafi, a temporary government was put into place 

called the NTC, or National Transitional Council, which aimed to represent politically the views 

of the thousands who had risen up in revolution against the military regime, filling the role of the 

previous dictatorship. 

However, the people of Libya did not see an increase in their quality of life as a result of the 

actions of the temporary government. They put in place several laws which outlawed all pro-

Gaddafi propaganda and punished political dissenters. In addition to this, the rights of the ethnic 

Sub-Saharan Africans living in Libyan cities were being almost entirely overlooked, with them 

being specifically targeted by revolutionaries during the takeover of said cities.  

After only ten months of the provisional government being in power, in July of 2012, the first 

democratic elections in Libya in over 50 years took place, and the General National Congress, a 

fledgling political party, took power. In October of the same year, the prime minister-elect was 

ousted by the GNC for failing to win approval for a new cabinet. A series of Prime Ministers 

were elected and ousted over the course of the next two years, but in June 2014, a new legislative 

body, the Council of Deputies, was slated to supersede the GNC. However, there were many 

dissenters to this, and pro-GNC fighters occupied Tripoli, forcing the new government to flee 

from the capital to the coastal city of Tobruk. In the time since, many rival tribal militias and 

extremist groups have taken advantage of the lack of authority, effectively living with no law or 

order.  

This example shows that the international community is not necessarily always a force for good 

with regard to the protection of the human rights of citizens of countries with Power Vacuums, 

as it could be argued that the intervention of the international community in ousting Gaddafi has 

simply exacerbated the suffering and tribulations of the average Libyan citizen. 

The main issue that you, the delegates, have to decipher is what the international community 

should do in cases of Power Vacuums. As we've seen, situations in which the international 

community is not involved can spiral out of control; unchecked international intervention, 

however, will also lead to chaos. 



Remember: the human rights council can recommend an action to the United Nations Security 

Council or the General Assembly on issues regarding Human Rights. The committee should 

focus on such issues in its discussions. 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER 

1. Should international intervention be recommended? If so, should it be limited? 

2. Has your country ever dealt with having a Power Vacuum, and if it has, how? 

3. What specific steps can be taken internationally to solve the issue? 

4. What consequences can international involvement have on countries with Power 

Vacuums? 

5. How can Power Vacuums be prevented in the future? 

6. When, where, and under what circumstances can the International Community interfere 

in a Power Vacuum? 

7. How exactly are human rights affected in countries with Power Vacuums? 

SUGGESTED READINGS 

“Who Were the Bolsheviks?” History, 20 June 2018, www.historyonthenet.com/who-were-the-
bolsheviks. 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

“Alexander the Great.” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 22 July 2019, 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Alexander_the_Great#Death_and_succession. 

“History - Alexander the Great.” BBC, BBC, 
www.bbc.co.uk/history/historic_figures/alexander_the_great.shtml. 

“Lenin's Succession.” Seventeen Moments in Soviet History, 29 Jan. 2016, soviethistory.msu.edu/1924-
2/lenins-succession/. 

“Libyan Civil War (2011).” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 7 July 2019, 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Libyan_Civil_War_(2011)#Aftermath. 

McElroy, Damien. “Libya: Gaddafi Removal 'Risks Power Vacuum'.” The Telegraph, Telegraph 
Media Group, 5 Apr. 2011, 
www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/africaandindianocean/libya/8428648/Libya-
Gaddafi-removal-risks-power-vacuum.html. 

“National Transitional Council.” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 30 June 2019, 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Transitional_Council. 



“Power Vacuum.” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 9 Mar. 2019, 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Power_vacuum. 

“Provisional Government and Its Problems - Revision 1 - GCSE History - BBC Bitesize.” BBC 
News, BBC, www.bbc.com/bitesize/guides/z2tp2p3/revision/1. 
 
 



TOPIC B: PROTECTING JOURNALISTIC FREEDOM 

BACKGROUND TO THE ISSUE 

Journalistic Freedom, or freedom of the press, is “the right to gather, publish, and distribute 

information and ideas without government restrictions.” This is the notion that each individual is 

entitled to spread their ideology or to attempt to persuade anybody they want, subject only to 

laws regarding libel, obscenity, or other such general restrictions. 

We will first examine the different models of government-media relations. 

GOVERNMENT-MEDIA RELATION MODELS 

Today, there are a few models of possible relationships between the media (news/social media) 

and the government. These models are strongly tied with the identity of the country itself, and 

with its form of government.  

The Totalitarian Model 

This model is found in countries that are ruled by a totalitarian regime. In this model, the media 

is a complete subject of the regime: it is clear to both sides – the regime and the media – that the 

media's job here is to serve the needs and interests of the regime and to make sure that the 

leadership is stable. An example of this model can be found in Iraq during the various attacks 

that the country had from the USA. The media did not dare to criticize any of Saddam Hussein’s 

moves; the opposite is the truth – the media gave Hussein a full backup. 

In this model, the media is not a mediator between the regime and the citizens; it is a recruited 

extension whose only job is to spread propaganda messages from the current regime. In this 

model we can find total control of the media by the regime and a complete lack of private, 

independent media platforms. Only public, government controlled-platforms exist. 

The Authoritarian Model 

In authoritarian countries, such as Egypt, where there is one strong leader, the regime gives the 

media and the people the “freedom” to speak their mind as long as it doesn’t oppose the regime 

and what it stands for. There an option for gatherings (cultural or social), and there is an option 

to criticize the regime in the media as long as it’s not being an obvious opposition to the regime. 

In countries following this model you can find media companies that are owned by the public 

and some even owned by private people, although the rulers do have a strong say in the 

appointment of the owners. There will be restrictive rules for the media as such as a harsh 



censorship, and the media always knows that in case of conflict of interests, it's better to favor 

the good of the regime over investigative journalism. 

The Liberal Model 

This model is based on a ideas from the Enlightenment: a philosophical ideology originating in 

the 1700s that places the individual in the center and believes that the regime should work for the 

civilians, and, through this, give them freedom of thought and freedom of expression. 

In this model the relationship between the media and the regime is based on a full autonomy for 

the media. The media can criticize the government as much as they would like and report on 

whatever they want (as long as it is not misleading). 

There is no censorship on the Communication (media) bodies at all (or, at least, it is very limited). 

Though this model, in its absolute form, does not exist anywhere in the world, the closest 

example would be the USA – although there are some restrictions there and they can’t report on 

whatever they’ll like. 

The Social Responsibility Model 

This model comes from taking the theoretic Liberal Model and merging it with the necessities of 

democratic regimes. The point of departure here is the acknowledgement of the constant 

confrontation between the media and the government: the media wants to expose as many 

wrongs in the government and in so criticizes its actions; the government, on the other hand, 

wants as less criticism as possible and wants more control over what is published. However, they 

both understand the importance of each other and thus have achieved a compromise: the 

government acknowledges the importance of the media and accepts its criticism, and the media 

understands that there is a healthy and important amount of censorship that needs to be upon 

certain topics. 

This means that media outlets can be owned by private corporations and that the government 

cannot interfere in the appointment of the different roles in it. 

HISTORY 

In the summer of 1989, protests were held by student unions in support of democracy in 

Tiananmen Square in Beijing. These protests where militarily repressed by the Communist 

Chinese government, who censored everything regarding the protests and their aftermath, during 

which an estimation of thousands of people were killed. 

During the years after the event, very little information has come to light regarding the protests, 

precisely because of the censorship the government has in place. Discussion of the event within 



China is strictly forbidden, and nearly all media related to it is prohibited, with textbooks largely 

glossing over the subject and access to online information regarding the topic is strictly 

monitored and restricted, with Google agreeing to censor its Chinese website at the behest of the 

government. Journalists whose reports contradict the government’s official version of events are 

detained, harassed and threatened, with them being denied entrance to the square entirely on 

anniversaries of the incident. 

Unfortunately this is a very standard example of the freedom of the press being completely 

ignored in favor of an authority with an alternate political or religious belief to the publication in 

question, and this same pattern of objectors to said authority being punished for attempting to 

spread their ideology can be found countless times in recorded history. 

While freedom of the press has been largely accepted as the norm in the contemporary world - 

Freedom of the press is guaranteed by Article 19 of the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights - there are a great number of situations in the modern era of information in which the 

press has not received the freedom it is supposed to be attributed, for instance the Iranian 

controversy surrounding the book The Satanic Verses by Salman Rushdie. 

The book in question was published in 1988, and while it was not heavily critical of Islam, the 

author’s birth religion, it was perceived by Muslim circles to be at the best mocking of the 

religion, and at the worst blasphemous. It was questioned whether or not the book was an abuse 

of freedom of speech, and thousands of people in Pakistan protested against the book and 

Rushdie himself. 

Things came to a head in February of 1989, when the Iranian Ayatollah Ruhollah Khomeini, the 

supreme leader of Iran, issued a Fatwa, a legal suggestion, calling for the death of the author and 

his publishers, and as a result Rushdie was given round the clock police protection by the then 

Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, the country Rushdie had resided in since childhood, 

Margaret Thatcher. This, however, did not put a stop to attempts on his life, which included a 

bomb which exploded prematurely in a hotel he was staying in. 

The journalist Christopher Hitchens argued in a 2009 article titled Assassins of the Mind that the 

Fatwa issued against Rushdie was the start of an increasing trend of censorship in contemporary 

media, saying “the only thing that should be upheld at all costs and without qualification is the 

right of free expression, because if that goes, then so do all other claims of right as well.” 

These two events are very different examples of press freedom being ignored, but they both 

show that although the majority of countries in the world are very liberal in terms of press 

freedom, examples do exist of this fundamental right being ignored. 

 



CURRENT SITUATION 

One of the most famous cases in recent years was the alleged murder of the Washington Post 

journalist Jamal Khashoggi in the Saudi consulate in Turkey. Khashoggi was known to be one of 

the most outspoken critics of the Saudi king Mohammad bin-Salman. Khashoggi was last seen on 

Tuesday, October 2, 2018 entering the Saudi consulate in Turkey, but was never seen going out. 

The fact that a country can target and assassinate critics of it is alarming, and must be limited at 

all costs. 

Sadly, titles like 'Yemeni journalist Yahya al-Sawari arrested, held without charge in unknown 

location'  can still be found all over and the censorship in many countries such as Russia, Iran, 

Yemen and Pakistan is stronger than ever.  As of today, there are already 11 dead journalists in 

2019, and many more jailed. 

This is the reason we have gathered here today – we must find a way to establish universal 

guidelines for journalistic freedom, and attempt to find ways to protect it.  

May luck forever be in your favor. 

QUESTIONS TO CONSIDER 

1. Where does your country stand when it comes to freedom of speech and the public’s 

right to know? 

2. What kind of government and political system does your country have (Is it a democracy? 

Is it liberal or perhaps authoritarian?) 

3. Is journalism a relatively safe practice in your country? 

4. What steps does your country believe should or should not be taken regarding this issue? 

5. Is there a way for most countries to find common ground on the issue? 

6. What kinds of things wouldn’t your country’s government want the public to know? 

7. What does your country think that needs to be done in order to restore freedom and 

safety to journalists?   

SUGGESTED READINGS 

“Committee to Protect Journalists – Defending Journalists Worldwide.” Committee to Protect 
Journalists – Defending Journalists Worldwide. - Committee to Protect Journalists, cpj.org/. 

“Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Journalists.” Accountable Journalism, 
accountablejournalism.org/ethics-codes/International-Declaration. 

https://cpj.org/2019/07/yemeni-journalist-yahya-al-sawari-arrested-held-wi.php
https://cpj.org/2019/07/yemeni-journalist-yahya-al-sawari-arrested-held-wi.php


Lizzy Buchan Political Correspondent @LizzyBuchan. “Boris Johnson Apologies for Nazanin 
Zaghari-Ratcliffe Comments after 12 Days.” The Independent, Independent Digital News and 
Media, 13 Nov. 2017, www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/politics/boris-johnson-nazanin-
zaghari-ratcliffe-apology-iran-comments-teach-journalism-prison-sentence-a8052611.html. 

“Nazanin Zaghari-Ratcliffe.” Wikipedia, Wikimedia Foundation, 22 July 2019, 
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nazanin_Zaghari-Ratcliffe. 

“UNESCO Condemns Killing of Journalists.” UNESCO, 3 June 2019, en.unesco.org/unesco-
condemns-killing-of-journalists. 
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