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It is with deep pride and honor that we 
welcome you all to our 4th edition of 
APLMUN. Delegates make our MUN the 
MUN that it is today. Your participation 
and persistence is our driving force. The 
members of the Organising Committee 
have put their hearts into the creation 
of this MUN session. 

The APLMUN Book is a comprehensive 
account of the events that transpired 
over the past two days. From more seri-
ous debate to humorous instances, this 
newsletter is filled with captivating arti-
cles, engaging photographs, and amus-
ing cartoons – courtesy of the IPC team. 

We, the organising committee, genu-
inely hope you enjoy reading this issue 
as much as we enjoyed making it. 

Written by: Shwetha Nagarajan, Tanushah 
Ramadass
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4th Edition

Opening Ceremony
With vibrant dancers, talented singers, 
and excited murmurs, the opening 
ceremony set the tone for the 4th 
edition of APLMUN. 

Eager anticipation filled the air as dele-
gates from all over the city christened 
the auditorium. Their lively personas 
were contagious and soon the room 
was buzzing with enthusiasm. 

The room settled down when Mrs. Gita 
Jaganathan took stage took stage to 
address the audience. Her insightful 
speech inspired and motivated the del-

egates to unravel their fullest 
potential. Mrs. Kiran Merchant followed, 
with a very interesting speech. Kavisha 
of grade 11 and Cyndia of Grade 10 
performed a traditional dance sequence. 
They left us in awe of their graceful skill. 

Towards the end, Saleema Ibrahim - the 
Secretary General, declared the MUN 
open –and was met with a loud round 
of applause. 

Written by: Shwetha Nagarajan, Tanushah 
Ramadass
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Crisis committee: the one committee that never 
fails to live up to its name.  Surprisingly, day one 
did not begin with the enraged screeches of 
furious delegates but rather the silent anticipa-
tion and anxiety targeted towards the coming 
events. 

This soon changed drastically as a crisis erupted, 
effectively sending the committee into flames.  
DPRK had dropped a bomb (pun fully intended) 
on the Spratly islands in order to display their tre-
mendous nuclear power to the global 

community and to, in a bizarre twist, achieve 
“world peace”. It had been relieved that failure to 
comply with the condition to disarm would lead 
to what in all honesty, is the apocalypse of the 
human race. 

The issue that prevented any facilitative 
discussion was the lack of agreement from 
Russia, who stubbornly refused to comply with 
the condition and seemed to prefer the 
astronomical destruction of the human race over 
the simple sacrifice of his pride. Nonetheless, 
even whilst setting the aforementioned aside, 
there was virtually no mention of the true con-
troversy within the committee - the crisis itself.

Many of the present delegates had views that 
were two sides of the same coin, despite most 
having glaringly different perspectives on most 
other issues tormenting the world today.  The 
consistent glares at the delegate of Russia did 
not go unnoticed by any means, and the 
hidden rage became evident when it was later 

revealed that he was influenced by, peculiarly, the 
delegate of Afghanistan. Despite the conflict and 
disappointment, the countries possessing nucle-
ar weapons soon reached a unanimous decision 
to comply with DPRK’s conditions. The extinction 
of the human race was successfully avoided, and 
all was good in the world again. 

That is, before the next two updates came in and 
hell subsequently broke loose after about 10 
minutes of satisfaction and unadulterated relief. 

However, the debatable nature of the crisis was 
not expressed in committee to its full potential.  
Therefore, the reporters of the crisis committee 
would like to discuss it here. The quite frank-
ly preposterous notion that DPRK would bomb 
an area with the idea of world peace in mind is 
debatable in and of itself. Despite the fact that 
Spratly is an area of discontentment for at least 
five Asian nations, the act of destroying the is-
land at its very core with an aim of global harmo-
ny is questionable, particularly when proposed 
by a nation such as DPRK. 

A crisis like the one so nonchalantly described is 
not your everyday run-of-the-mill issue. The cri-
sis, however fictional it may be, at the very least 
represents a thought provoking rendition of the 
very real, alarming one taking place in reality. It 
mirrors the perceptibility of the world today, and 
perhaps the true reason for DPRK’s apparent ir-
rational nuclear program and policy. Could it be 
that that the DPRK is afraid of seeming vulnera-
ble to the international community, afraid of the 
no doubt catastrophic repercussions and con-
demnation that they must one day confront, and 
are in fact already confronting?

Written by: Aishwarya Alla, Nethra Koushik 
Photography: GK Pranav, Rohit, Anush
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China: one the world’s prime superpowers and 
DPRK’s sole ally. However, what would happen if 
China decides to cut all ties with the Democratic 
People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)?  How would 
North Korea cope without their most important 
trading partner, a country that has struck by DPRK 
through thick and thin? More importantly, is the 
prospect of altering China’s stance on the DPRK a 
viable solution in terms of simple human rights?

When China decided to “sever all ties with DPRK,” 
it sent a shock wave through the committee. All 
around, murmurs of uncertainty could be heard 
and the traumatized expression on DPRK’s face 
certainly did not go unnoticed.  Despite all the 
hesitation, many were left wondering whether 
China made the correct choice. Beginning with 
the positive aspects of such a drastic decision; it 
would appear that DPRK would run out of money 
to sustain nuclear development, effectively slow-
ing down the prospect of a nuclear war. Howev-
er, the long history, the deep economic ties, dip-
lomatic and territorial consequences of a break 
and the potential flood of refugees have all been 
reasons for China’s staunch refusal to do so. 

Beginning with the effect upon the citizens of 
North Korea,  we believe it is importance to take 
into consideration the fact that there is not much 
to be desired in the DPRK. Most of the nation 
with the exception of Pyongyang lives in total 
darkness. A severing of ties with DPRK would un-
doubtedly lead to a famine as well as a severe dip 

in the livelihoods of millions of residents from 
an already underdeveloped state to one of pure 

desolation. 

Moving on to the effects on China themselves, 
the fact that North Korea acts as a “buffer zone” in 
geostrategic terms between the nation and po-
tential encroachment is one that is paramount to 
the Chinese administration. China cannot afford 
to lose ties or drift away from the United States 
under any circumstance, even if that means sup-
porting a “hermit state” infamous for oppressing 
its people.

Even leaving the above aside, there are a slew of 
other reasons as too why severing ties would be 
a move detrimental to both China and the citi-
zens of DPRK.  We as the international communi-
ty must remember that conflicts are not between 
citizens, they are between governments. Forget-
ting this crucial idea would lead to disastrous re-
sults, and would effectively ruin the world order 
we have today.

Written by: Aishwarya Alla, Nethra Koushik 
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Highlights of CC: 

While crisis committee was certainly the com-
mittee of nightmares for at least a couple of the 
delegates, there were a couple of humorous 

moments that lightened the mood considerably, 
particularly after session one. 

Of course, the utter and complete disintegration 
of any dignity the delegates may have had left 
was a gradual process, but came to a head dur-
ing the proposed point of entertainment. 

“Delegates does anyone have any bad puns? 
That is what we are looking for. The best one sent 
by chit will receive 1000 brownie points.”
“Ok here’s one. What did the skeleton have on its 
roof? SHIN-gles!”
“Delegate kindly get out of committee.”- The 
chair

And of course, the inevitable pick up lines that 
were perhaps too inappropriate to include here.

And how can we forget the picture of our dear 
rapporteur, Aman Thadani on a bicycle, which he 
of course took a selfie with. 

Exchanges during the crisis with a representative 
of ISIS-
“Muhammad ISIS kindly get to the point! – The 
chair
“I will point to your chair!”- Muhammad ISIS 
“Let us just cut off all economic ties then!”-dele-
gate of Indonesia

“(in Tamil) ah, then sit back and eat cornflakes 
then!”- A clearly quite vexed delegate of Afghan-
istan

*Delegates screaming at each other around 
DPRK*
DPRK-*Eats biscuit*
“Delegates I do not think you understand the sit-
uation if all of you do not disarm we ARE GOING 
TO DIE.” – Chair
“All nuclear countries please raise your placards.”
“Can I get a dollar every time you say that?”
“One question chair...what’s happening? Like, 
what’s actually real?” – Delegate of Turkey 

Interview with the co-chair of Crisis Committee, 
Cyndia Bharath:

Question: What would you like the delegates to 
take away from this conference?
Answer: Since the majority of the delegates are 
inexperienced, I hope that they will be thorough 
with the rules of procedure and how to speak ef-
fectively to a large group of people.
Question: Are you happy with the way the com-
mittee has progressed thus far? 
Answer: Of course! Despite the numerous issues 
we faced, we managed to get through it.

Written by: Aishwarya Alla, Nethra Koushik 
Photography: GK Pranav, Rohit, Anush
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After an abnormally lengthy GSL, three exasper-
ated chairs, and a few Bruce Lee quotes (courtesy 
of China), the motion to start a moderated cau-
cus, was put forward by the head of the European 
nation. The topic suggested was “Mitigating eco-
nomic effects on other sea routes, due the North
ern Sea passage, and viable solutions regarding it.” 
After a unanimous vote, the motion passed 
and the President of China was set to speak 
first, followed by the King of Saudi Arabia. 

During the Head of Russia’s speech, an idea 
is proposed - that the Northern Sea route will 
be open to trade ships saving 75% or more fi-
nancially. This, however, was commented on 
by Italy, suggesting that Russia strategical-
ly put forward this initiative, with an ulterior 
motive of enhancing their economic state. It-
aly definitely had Russia pegged, but the wit-
ty comment was deemed invalid by the EB. 

The Head of Argentina delivered a strate-

gic and seemingly flawless speech. Excellent 
points about the dependence of Southern 
countries on sea routes economically were ren-
dered. The Head of Argentina went on to state 
that while the countries near the Northern Sea 
route benefit substantially, developing coun-
tries that depended on southern sea routes will 
be affected. As no points were raised by the 
delegates, a member of the Executive Board 
questioned the Head of Argentina instead. 

After lunch, and a brief press conference, 
the moderated caucus was continued by It-
aly, USA and lastly, the European Union. 
Canada delivered a revised speech, but 
once again, a clear stance was not made. 

With the completion of the moderated caucus, 
a guest chair delivered the final “verdict”, stating 
that only few Heads of state actually suggest-
ed viable solutions, as mentioned in the topic. 
The moderated caucus was deemed a failure.

As the President of China rightly quoted Bruce Lee, 
“Defeat is a state of mind”, the members of the com-
mittee did not become disheartened and began 
creating a resolution, filled with potential solutions.

Written by: Tithi Gandhi, Janani Gurumoorthy  
Photography: Surekha Krishnamoorthy, Pranav GK 
Illustration: Sun Woo Hyun
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On Day 2 of G20, the second agenda, “Rising 
Threat to computer security and privacy, with 
special reference to exploit stockpiling, hacking 
and malicious software” was discussed.
With the world technologically progressing, the 
risks tend to intensify. Massive cyber-attacks 

on companies and governments incur losses 
amounting to billions of dollars. The cyber world 
is indeed a perilous one.  However, when the 
word “hacking” is used people immediately asso-
ciate it with sleazy thieves, or deem it as an illegal 
activity executed by concealed anti-governmen-
tal groups.

Then what about the allegations of the Canadian 
government attacking other countries, despite 
its renowned global status of being the 2nd to 
adopt cyber security measures? We believe that 
loopholes remain stagnant in the government, 
compromising the privacy of its citizens that are 
usually unacknowledged because after all, the 
government is “for the people”. Isn’t it?

In Brazil, for instance, malware in bit coin attacks 
banks lack sufficient protection. Despite security 
measures taken by the military, circumvention of 
devices “with permission” leads to unethical ac-
cess to the systems. This can only mean that the 
government agencies might have camouflaged 
compromisations on discretion, as we interpret 
the code of the scenario.

As the committee proceeds, Italy condemned 
PRISM, despite its status of being placed 7thin 
the category of increasing cybercrime rate. 

Italy, as the committee proceeds, condemned 
PRISM, despite its status of 7th highest cyber-
crime rate in the world. Now, doesn’t that seem a 
bit hypocritical? 

In addition, the President of USA has not re-
vealedany information about PRISM and when it 
is known as a cyber-surveillance tool, the consti-
tutional rights of the citizens are being violated. 
After all, the 4th Amendment of the US Constitu-
tion states that unreasonable searches and sei-
zures are prohibited and are allowed only under 
judicially sanctioned protocols. What does the 
President have to say about this?

We believe that while cyber terrorism is a major 
issue, the stance that countries take to prevent is 
not morally correct. Many countries use spy ware 
programs that may be violating the constitution-
al rights of the citizens. We urge that countries 
use less violating methods to protect their coun-
tries from cyber –attacks.

Written by: Tithi Gandhi, Janani Gurumoorthy  
Photography: Surekha Krishnamoorthy, Pranav GK 
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G20 is a rather serious committee, a platform for 
20 global leaders having 85% of the world’s eco-
nomic advantage, to come together and make 
unanimous commitments that cannot be re-
tracted.  The committee, however, was highlight-
ed with hilarious accounts and confused heads 
of state.

Guest Chair: Are there any points to be raised?    
(Argentina and Italy raise placards)
 Guest Chair: You know what? Both of you do 
rock, paper, scissors. I don’t want to choose.
(By the way, Italy won)

Guest Chair: Can anyone EXCEPT ARGENTINA 
raise a point?
Argentina: *disappointedly puts down placard in 
slow-mo*

China: Wait, so the President can make a Presi-
dential statement?!
 Guest Chair: *facepalm*

Guest Chair: Brazil, you get to have imaginary 
points to boost your confidence. WELL DONE!

The time when China quoted Bruce Lee and the 
expression on the Chair’s face, priceless!

When China agrees to donate 1.5% of their GDP 
to help other countries, wow! What about the 
help to the 1.7 billion in your own country, Chi-
na?

China: Can we call delegates from other commit-

tees?
Chair: Um… do you realise that as head of state, 
you would be the one being called?
China: Oh, yeah. *dumbfounded*

<Press conference>
Reporter: (mumble)
Chair of Steering Committee: Could the report-
ers please speak up, for the sake of the venera-
ble, great, and awes-
Guest chair: Nobody needs to hear this. -_-

(Head of IT enters)
Head of IT: Could you guys please recognize my 
presence?
Guest Chair: Denied.

As the committee proceeds with the second 
agenda on cyber security, a competitive activity 
of balancing the placards on the head is held. To 
add to that, the EB joins too! Hilarious indeed.

Can the President of China get his i-pad?

China: Did the President of China hack Google?

Written by: Tithi Gandhi, Janani Gurumoorthy  
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“In every job that 

must be done, there 
is an element of 

fun.” 
~ Mary Poppins
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“We keep moving for-
ward, opening new 

doors, and doing new 
things, because we’re 
curious and curiosity 

keeps leading us down 
new paths.”

~ Walt Disney
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On day 1 the committee started off slowly and 
continued to be slow throughout the day. First 
up, it was the General Speakers List (GSL).
 
In the GSL, there were a few delegates who made 
valid arguments and then…there were those, 
the delegates we all look forward to in a MUN, 
the ones who make contradictory and contro-
versial statements.

In the committee of DISEC, there were many del-
egates who fall under the latter category.

First up, we have the delegate of Turkey, who in 
his GSL stated, “Turkey COMPLETELY supports 
the given agenda at hand, which is making sure 
that violent non state actors have to be stopped 
from receiving weapons in post conflict situa-
tions (I paraphrase) however we, the country of 
Turkey will continue to fund Syrian Rebels”

For those of you who don’t know - Syrian rebels 
fall under the category of Violent Non State ac-
tors according to international law.

The best thing about this statement was that no 
one in committee raised a point of information or 
order against this very contradictory statement. 
(*cue the face palms and eye rolls by the IPC and 
the executive board*)

Then there was the delegate of Canada, who 
started off well enough, talking about the UN-
DDR policy and how it was biased towards men 
and then he veered off topic ending by stating, 
“All women and children are terrorists”

The delegate of Israel talked about how it was 
peaceful and all it wanted was world peace and

 again, no one raised a point of information and 
order even though the country of Israel is cur-
rently at war with the country of Palestine. The 
chair finally got so frustrated that she, with the 
most deadpan expression said, “Delegates….. Is-
rael is currently at war with Palestine….” 
The highlight of the day was the delegate of 

Spain who very famously forgot the given agen-
da saying,” The UN policy for Disarmament De-
mobilisation and whatever, Spain believes….”                    
He repeated this blunder (was it intentional? We 
may never know) many, many times throughout 
committee and had to be reprimanded by the 
executive board each and every time.

Another delegate said, “Governments should ne-
gotiate with Violent Non State Actors” and once 
again, committee was silent on this entirely con-
tradictory statement. The chair had to get up and 
explain to the entirety of DISEC that negotiating 
with Violent Non State Actors went against every 
single policy of the United Nations. 

Day 2, DPRK was demanding complete disarma-
ment to ensure world peace and after hours of 
debate and informal talk between the delegates 
the crisis finally came to an end with world war 3 
on the horizon.              
                                                                                                                                                   
Written by: Vrinda Gopal and Aparna Manu 
Photgraphy: Sivagurunathan Vishwanathan, Aditi Dash 
Illustrator: Thalika Elizabeth
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Cyber security is an ongoing problem for govern-
ments and all individuals around the globe and 
the precipitous rise of ransomware attacks has 
caused quite a stir among the public.Ransom-
ware is a type of malicious software designed to 
block access to a computer system  until a sum 

of money is paid. Hence, we firmly believe that 
these attacks are dangerous.

A few major examples of ransomware attacks 
that threatened/threatens the world are:
1. The Petya ransom ware which takes over 
computers and demands $300, paid in Bit coin. 
The malicious software spreads rapidly across an 
organization once a computer is infected using 
the EternalBlue vulnerability in Microsoft Win-
dows (Microsoft has released a patch, but not 
everyone would have installed it) or through 
two Windows administrative tools. It has affect-
ed  large firms including the advertiser WPP, food 
company Mondelez, legal firm DLA Piper and 
Danish shipping and transport firm Maersk, lead-
ing to PCs and data being locked up and held for 
ransom.

2. A major global cyber-attack disrupted com-
puters at Russia’s biggest oil company, Ukrainian 
banks and multinational firms with a virus simi-
lar to the ransom ware that infected more than 
300,000 computers last month.

3. India was also among the countries affect-
ed by the ransom ware with the country’s larg-
est port Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust in Mumbai 
shutting down operations at one of its three ter-

minals. It was caused due to a ransomware called 
WannaCry.

In our opinion, these attacks could have been 
avoided, and future attacks can be avoided too. 
With more than 93% of enterprises failing to de-
ploy the technologies available to protect them 
from these kinds of attacks, it is not surprising 
that they are spreading quickly. As such business-
es must deploy the solutions that prevent these 
types of attacks, and keep their security patching 
regimes up to date. Hence, it is time for compa-
ny, government and organizational leadership to 
drive the cyber security agenda. We know that 
these attacks will continue to repeat– so we need 
to take steps to protect ourselves against them.

Fragmented security is also part of the problem. 
There are too many disjointed technologies fo-
cusing on detecting an attack after the damage 
is done. To address this, organizations of all siz-
es, and in all sectors, need a unified architecture 
such as Check Point Infinity which is focused on 
preventing the attacks before they hit.
Although it isn’t possible to permanently eradi-
cate cyber-crimes, it lies in the victim’s hands to 
take action for a safer world. 

Written by: Vrinda Gopal and Aparna Manu 
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During session we asked a few delegates from 
DISEC questions which are given below.

Country asked: Iran
Question asked: How does the delegate of Iran 
plan on storing their weapons?

Delegate of Iran (quoting exactly what the del-
egate sent as a reply): A secure “valut” will have 
multiple countries “wepons” and will be in inter-
national water.

Country asked: United Kingdom
Question asked: The country of UK has seen an 
increase in attacks from VNSA’s (Violent Non 
State Actors). How is the delegate dealing with 
them and is the delegate really okay with the re-
integration of VNSA’s such as Abedi who recently 
bombed Manchester, back into society?

Delegate of UK: The UK has given substantial fi-
nancial support to several weapons collections 
management and destruction programmes.

It believes that working in partnership with oth-
ers (internationally, regionally and nationally) is 
critical in achieving meaningful results.
UK believes that VNSA’s should participate in 
DDR programs and yes, the UK supports reinte-
gration of VNSA’s. 

Country asked: Mozambique
Question asked: Mozambique is in a post conflict 
situation… How are you dealing with the VNSA’s?

Delegate: we plan to seek help from our allies 
and shift the majority of our population. We also 
use a small cache of weapons and chemical war-
fare which we are fully willing to use.

Written by: Vrinda Gopal and Aparna Manu 
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Being the topic in the first moderated caucus of 
the Human Rights Council, the discussion of a 
woman’s right to be a migrant worker won ap-
proximately 45 votes in a committee of 60 dele-
gates. Proposed by the delegate of Bangladesh, 
the topic made us reporters want to share and 

further discuss our opinions upon it. While most 
countries spoke about how they were going to 
implement measures to allow women to have 
the right to decide on whether or not they wish 
to be a migrant worker, we wish to discuss the 
safety precautions that could be taken to protect 
women if they choose to work as a migrant work-
er.

As of today, more than 56 per cent of women who 
migrate to Middle Eastern countries face either 
domestic or sexual abuse. Considering how the 
world population is 7.2 billion and with almost 
50 per cent of this population being women, and 
living in a more male dominated society, women 
face a lot more than just gender discrimination 
in most countries.  Unfortunately they refuse to 
raise their voice against this and the reason could 
be anything from less awareness to threat from 
peers. A primary measure that can be taken is 
the emphasis on education of women and expo-
sure to the privileges offered by their country’s 
embassy.

One of the main problems, that not only wom-
en face when migrating to countries, is that their 
salary quota is not reached by their employer. Of-
ten they are promised a certain salary and rate of 
accommodation; however this is failed to be met 

once they move in.  Another effort that could be 
initiated is the increase of security in working 
areas to prevent harassment or abuse that may 
take place. 

A way to decrease the mistreatment of migrant 
workers could be the need of solid contract, which 
includes all details, regarding the salary, accom-
modation and working hours. In this contract, a 
contract breaching segment could be made, in 
which breach of contract would mean paying a 
fine from the respective side. Awareness of the 
advantages and disadvantages should also be 
proposed and added by the embassy.

It should of course be a women’s right to choose 
whether or not they would want to be a migrant 
worker or not. So to conclude, we the reporters of 
the Human Rights Council believe that we need 
to emphasise on the need  to prevent and pro-
tect the women, men and children of the migrat-
ing community, and also that these measures, 
regardless of gender, age or race should be used 
and implemented. 

Written by: Harini Padmanaban, Mridhula Venkat 
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Firearms have been a longstanding subject of 
controversy, both from a social and a legal stand-
point. The efforts to regulate civilian possession 
of firearms by the government often raise the 
question of human rights. The International Hu-
man Rights Law clearly holds the state account-
able for violations committed with small arms by 
private personal including homicides, suicides 
and accidents and thus it is the responsibility of 
the state to protect its individuals by preventing, 
investigating or prosecuting vigilante groups or 
private militias.

While the possession of firearms in civilians brings 
us to the question of whether or not it is the gov-
ernment’s duty to keep their citizens safe, it is im-
perative to bring into view about public opinion. 
What if the public wishes to defend themselves 
from criminals? Should there not be a right to do 
so? After all, it’s a matter of their own safety and 
guns are a good tool for self-defence. It is also 
to be noted that predominantly it is not the pos-
session of guns that portray danger but more of 
who owns them and how they decide to utilize it. 
In other words, the prime reason for atrocities is 
the psychiatric condition of people with arms, or 
people in general. It’s a reflection of their societal 
values. 

Measures such as the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT) 
have taken place to balance and slowly eradicate 
the work of illicit arms trade, specifically among 
terrorist groups. The treaty acts as an integral re-
lationship between the human rights protection 
and the proliferation of guns. However, the effec-
tiveness of the treaty does not seem

 definite as scepticism remains among many, due 
to uncertainty from countries such as the United 
States of America, the Democratic People’s Re-
public of Korea, Mexico, Nigeria and Russia. The 
European Union (EU) has also taken action near 
the external political borders endorsing a regula-
tion act in 2012 that imposes a control on export 
authorizations for firearms. By doing so, the EU 
has transposed into the Law article 10 of UN Pro-
tocol.

 We believe that the possession of firearms 
among civilians will cause more damage to the 
act of maintaining peace than securing it. A civil-
ian with the right to hold and operate a firearm 
cannot always be trusted, as the unpredictability 
of the usage would further threaten the manu-
facturing and handling of weaponry, regardless 
of who is holding it and in what situation they 
continue to do so.
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The committee of Human Rights Council (HRC) 
commenced with 60 delegates and the vote 
upon the 1st agenda. 

The General Speaker’s List (GSL) itself took almost 
an hour as approximately 75 per cent of 

the delegates opted to speak in the GSL. 

The entire agenda seemed to slightly target itself 
towards the country of Qatar as a result of the 
mistreatment of migrant workers that were sit-
uated in Qatar for the construction of a stadium 
for the FIFA 2022 World Cup. 

The committee soon moved into the discussion 
of Kafala. During discussion, the delegate of Af-
ghanistan pointed out that the The Kafala system 
also proved to a violation of Human Rights.Coun-
tries such as Morocco and Malaysia expressed 
their opinions on the need to abolish the system.
The delegate of China moved on to stating that 
China has the biggest and best labour force in 
the world which sparked up questions of proof 
from fellow delegates.  According to the delegate 
of Norway, most citizens leave Bangladesh due 
to ‘attacks on secular bloggers’. In Bangladesh, it 
was proven that Islamic extremists seem to at-
tack secularist and atheist writers and bloggers.  
Afghanistan continued to attack delegates with 
points of information as it asked the delegate of 
Uzbekistan about the well-known forced labour-
ers in the country for the cotton industries.This 
left the delegate obviously flustered, with the 
delegate of Uzbekistan replying by saying that 
they were “making amendments”. 

One of the most interesting events that took 
place was the suggestion made by the delegate 
of Norway in change of location for the tourna-
ment. The delegate felt that Norway could re-
place as the host for the FIFA tournament as they 
can provide better facilities and treatment of mi-
grant workers than Qatar as pointed out in the 
press conference that took place on the next day. 
Although there were several suggestions for the 
topic of the moderated caucus,the formal debate 
moved into a moderated caucus on the topic 
whether or not it is a women’s right to choose to 
work as migrant worker, or whether it should be 
denied for health and safety purposes.  A handful 
of countries such as France and Brazil raised their 
opinion which was primarily that women should 
be allowed to choose if they wish to be a migrant 
worker or not. T

he moderated caucus was adjourned for lunch 
which was followed up by the unmoderated 
caucus. After an hour and a half, two resolutions 
were proposed named ‘Chappathi Channa’ and 
‘Masala Dosa’. While ‘Chappathi Channa’ was in-
clined towards amending the Kafala system, 
‘Masala Dosa’ strained on abolishing the same. 
Nonetheless   ‘Chappathi Channa’ won a majority 
of votes and was passed by the Board. 
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It is no surprise that child labour is a major issue 
all over the world, now at a record high due to the 
increased economic and industrial activities of 
countries. Though many solutions have been of-
fered to prohibit the worst forms of child labour, 
no such solution has been practical and efficient

 enough. This is mainly due to countries paying
 extensive details to planning solutions, and not 
enough attention to the quality of the solutions’ 
implementation. For example, while the country 
of Suriname is currently enforcing laws of impris-
onment on those who force children to work, and 
conducting intricate inspections across zones 
with working children, child labour still proves 
to be largely present in Suriname. The reason be-
hind this: the amount of attention paid to disci-
plining faulty enforcers and the quality of con-
ducted inspections is simply not strong enough. 
Hence, the implementations of the solutions are 
not fully successful, even though the solutions 
themselves may have been very good in theory.
 
In order to fix this problem, countries must fo-
cus more on how to carry out solutions in a way 
where they will be fully effective. Any measures 
possible must be taken to ensure this, whether 
it may require more financial aid, more time and 
effort, more awareness, etc. In short, if the exe-
cution of child labour solutions is not perfected 
and done with the utmost quality, child labour 
as a whole will be extremely difficult to abolish.
 
A large part of the issue of child labour also 
stems from the existence of dire conditions that 
require minors to work.  This is especially com-

mon in the Third World countries, or else known 
as the LEDC’s. As many of the children from 
these countries come from a poor demograph-
ic, they are required to work in order to pro-
vide for their families. This significant problem, 
being one of the biggest threats to the abol-
ishing of child labour, must be solved in order 
to make even a marginal amount of progress. 

Overall, many setbacks prevent child labour 
around the globe from coming to an end, and 
preventive measures must be taken in order to 
do so. There must be a driving force in coun-
tries, governments, and people that can en-
courage them to do as much as they can to 
completely diminish this significant problem. 

As said by the activist, Kailash Satyarthi, “Child 
slavery is a crime against humanity. Human-
ity itself is at stake here. A lot of work still re-
mains, but I will see the end of child labour 
in my lifetime.” which depicts the exact at-
titude which must be adopted in order to 
bring an end to child labour, once and for all.

Written by: Nethra Koushik and Veda Ramakrishnan 
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While discussing the second agenda of ECOSOC, 
“Reviewing the effectiveness of child labour, with 
special reference to developing countries, and 
the third world”, things definitely took a surpris-
ing turn of events. Beginning with the delegate of 
Guatemala, talking about the apparently ‘dimin-
utive’ issue of child pornography in their country 
as part of the GSL, all was proceeding well. How-
ever, what seemed like a harmless statement 
from Guatemala, stirred up a huge turmoil with-
in the committee; this statement immediately 
countered with a question from the IMF: “If child 
pornography is a small issue in Guatemala, then 
why is the government giving such a priority to 
this?”

A quick, yet eventful 7-minute debate was pro-
cured as a result of this question, with the main 
interrogators being the delegates of the IMF and 
China, and the sole interrogate being the dele-
gate of Guatemala. As a response to the

 IMF’s enquiry, Guatemala released a presidential 
statement, stating that apparently, “Child labour 
is banned in Guatemala.” Unsatisfied with their 
remark, the delegate of the IMF repeated their 
question, which again brought forth the same 
answer from the delegate of Guatemala.

Soon after the response from Guatemala, the 
delegate of China, also wanting clarification from 
Guatemala, rephrased the IMF delegate’s ques-
tion; for which the response from the country of 
Central America was, “Child pornography isn’t a 
big deal in Guatemala, and by abolishing child 
pornography, child labour will decrease.”

On further interrogation, Guatemala then elabo-
rated by reading the Road Map toward the Elim-
ination of Child Labour in Guatemala, stating 
the following: “ [Guatemala has] aims to end the 
worst forms of child labour by 2015, by integrat-
ing child labour into anti-poverty, education, and 
health programs. [Guatemala also] calls for legal 
reform to eliminate exceptions to the minimum 
age in the Labour Code.”

This one phrase, which was later the highlight 
of the entire debate, was counterattacked with 
a brilliant question from the delegate of the IMF: 
“Did the delegate just say removing child la-
bour by 2015, even though it is now 2017?” This 
question ultimately ended in the unanimous ac-
knowledgement of both the committee and the 
EB that Guatemala’s policy failed. 

Not completely in sync with the final call, Guate-
mala immediately proceeded to back their argu-
ment, by calling Guatemala’s policy a continuing 
one and not a failed one. This was soon followed 
by the statement from the delegate that ‘child 
labour has been banned by the government of 
Guatemala, but has not yet been eradicated yet’; 
this remark eliciting quite a reaction from the EB 
about the delegate’s understanding of the word 
“banning”.

With this in mind, the debate was concluded by 
the request of the delegate of Ecuador, asking 
that whatever response Guatemala had, to be 
submitted to the EB through chit. After all, how 
much controversy can a committee handle?
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As part of APL MUN 2017, this year’s ECOSOC 
Committee was filled with many fun moments 
worthy of mention. Though the committee pro-
ceedings were maintained with decorum, some 
extremely hilarious and enjoyable moments did 
manage to pop through! Here are a few of the 
iconic moments of the committee of ECOSOC:
1. Afghanistan’s confusion with names
While the delegate of Afghanistan proved to 
be quite an outspoken individual amidst all the 
debates and discussions, they always mixed up 
the delegates they were addressing! For exam-
ple, Chad was always mixed up with Chile, which 
caused much laughter amongst the EB and the 
delegates, alike.

2. IMF getting sent out during the proceed-
ing…more than once!
The delegate of the IMF, while being one of the 
most popular individuals in the committee, also 
proved to be very outspoken during the discus-
sions…in fact, too outspoken. As a result of this, 

they were sent out for a time duration of 5 min-
utes by the EB; this occurrence happening more 
than one time, in fact. 

3. Tamil slang making its way into a serious 
discussion
Amidst a serious discussion relating to the is-
sue of child trafficking in Guatemala, it seems 
that the delegate of Guatemala may have been 
too involved in their speech, and not in their re-
sponse to the other delegate. When another del-
egate voiced an alternative opinion in the mid-
dle of Guatemala’s speech, “Chi!” was exclaimed 
by Guatemala when responding to them. Much 
laughter could be heard at this exclamation.

4. Last but not least, the line heard ‘round the 
world….”BELGIAN CHOCOLATE!”
As one of the most hilarious moments out of all 
the moments in ECOSOC, the delegate of Bel-
gium definitely stirred up quite a scene of enter-
tainment with their classic rebuttal of “Belgian 
chocolate”. In a heated argument with China, re-
garding child labour, Belgium remarked with a 
confidence that if it weren’t for the Belgian choc-
olates that Belgium was importing to China, the 
issue of child labour in China would be very bad. 
As one of the most iconic lines of the proceeding, 
this comical line definitely deserves to be called 
“the line heard ‘round the world”.
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Congratulations!!

Crisis Committee 
Best FPS - Delegate of France - Arya Jiwari 

Best Delegate - Delegate of Afghanistan - Mukundan. A
Outstanding Delegate-  Delegate of Chad - Ananya Sreekanth

Group of 20 
Best FPS - Delegate of EU - Anniroodh Rumararaja 

Best Delegate - Delegate of Argentina - Nudhara Yusuf
Outstanding Delegate - Delegate of Italy - Pranav DS

Disarmament and International Security Council 
Best FPS - Delegate of Brazil - Sachin Krishan 

Best Delegate - Delegate of USA - Aashik Kareem
Outstanding Delegate - Delegate of Iraq - Siddhant Nair

Human Rights Council 
Best FPS - Delegate of Saudi Arabia - Adithya Muthukumaran 

Best Delegate - Delegate of China - Sidhant N.
Outstanding Delegate - Delegate of Norway - Barghava A

Economic and Social Council 
Best FPS - Delegate of Brazil - Harshita Venkatesh 

Best Delegate - Delegate of IMF - Udit Samant
Outstanding Delegate - Delegate of China - Samyukt Rasu

International Press Corps 
Best Reporting Team - Aishwarya Alla, Nethra Koushik 

Best Illustrator - Rudra Narayan 
Best Photographer - Pranav GK



 

From The Editors

Over the past two days, the IPC team has had a lot of fun creating this spread. As difficult as it was 
to incorporate everyone’s wishes, our team worked tirelessly day (and night) to make sure the 
APLMUN Book was publishes successfully. 

We’d like to thank our team – our committed reporters, our attentive illustrators, and our end-
lessly motivated photographers. Our talented videographers – Poorvesh and Sri Aditya were al-
ways helpful. Harish and Shirley Ma’am compensated for our inadequate technical knowledge, 
and were invaluable in the making of the layout. We’d also like to thank the management, for 
allowing us to freely express ourselves while also never failing to guide us. The chairs were ac-
commodative of our team, and for that we are extremely grateful. 

Finally – us. Our work is fairly difficult, but we enjoyed every minute of it. From the frustration to 
the jubilation, managing IPC has helped us grow in more ways than one. 

~ Shwetha Nagarajan – Head of the International Press Corps, 2017
~ Tanushah Ramadass – Deputy Head of the International Press Corps, 2017
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