
The purpose of deliberation is pre-
paring the world for the impending 
disasters, give every solution that 
the human mind has the ability to 
conjure up. More often than not, 
the wishful thinking and the inher-
ent desire to rid the world of prob-
lems heralds a brighter dawn for the 
global community. The fifth edition 
of IIT Guwahati Model United 
Nations Conference started much 
prior to its initiation. The entire 
auditorium was reverberating with 
multiple thoughts, ideas, hopes, 
expectations – the 130-odd partici-
pants were comfortably seated as 
anticipation had gripped the entire 
hall and the lobbying was pretty 
evident before the power-play had 
begun. As soon as the Chief Guests 
arrived with the Secretary General, 
Mr. Karthik Bhargava, the Deputy 
Secretary General, Mr. Hemanth 
Machavaram, presented the opening 
address, directing it at UNICEF’s 
initiatives at changing the way the 
society functions at its very core 
level. He also appreciated the com-
memoration of the fact that the 
Conference had flourished under 
the continuous patronage of the 
Director of the college and how 
honored they were to have the 
constant support of the college 
authorities in the functioning of the 
Conference and the debating    
society. 

The Director, Professor Gautam 
Biswas, rose to the occasion to talk 
about the massive enthusiasm in the 
participants and the significance of 
the participation in such ventures.  

He also encouraged the innovative 
agendas at hand and the plausible 
solutions that can be brought to 

notice of the world by their 
means. In his speech, he reached 
out to UNICEF’s representative, 
Miss Veena Singh, about 
Shishugram - a local orphanage. 
He made mentions about the 
need to provide amenities to the 
orphanage as the organization 
would be better equipped to take 
care of the children in the under-
privileged sections of the As-
samese society, in the same man-
ner as the college’s NSS wing has 
in its collaboration with UNICEF. 
He deliberated about the interrela-
tion of the larger good, poverty 
and the incumbent responsibility 
of the educated society for the 
upliftment of the downtrodden 
and in what means the issues are 
being taken up by the institutes of 
higher education in the country; 
Ishan Vikas programme being a 
palpable example. 

As the ambitious audience lis-
tened with rapt attention, the 
Dean of Student Affairs, Profes-
sor Chandan Mahanta followed 
the Director to elaborate about a 
global perspective of the things at 
hand and strategizing the solu-
tions to hold the local dimensions 
in picture. Having made note of 
that, he moved on to talk about 
the relevance of the agendas as 
there are abundant porous bor-
ders in the North-East of the 
nation. On a lighter note, he laid 
emphasis on sparing time to go 
around and enjoy the festivities in 
the campus, not just being bogged 
down by the conference-related 
deliberations. 

 

 

The representative of the 
UNICEF, Miss Veena Singh, 
focused her declamation on 
child rights and her organiza-
tion’s aim at partnering with 
several young people to advance 
the agenda of child rights and 
the impact of the discussions in 
the councils in the real world. 

Her speech was followed by the 

much-awaited Secretary Gen-

eral’s note. Without further ado, 

he laid out the councils and the 

agendas being simulated and 

their role in the real world. As 

innovative as the agendas 

seemed, he emphasized on the 

over-arching theme of the dif-

ferent agendas in a world, slip-

ping into wanton destruction. 

He elucidated as to how the 

continuous strife between brain 

and brawn has infected mankind 

since its very inception. It is 

something that needs to be re-

solved by the modern society 

before the further steps, idea-

tions and executions can be 

planned. That exactly would be 

the purpose of the agendas and 

councils at hand – determining 

the direction of humanity in the 

coming millennium. He declared 

the conference ‘open’ with a 

dramatic flair with the hopes of 

the simulated global community 

pinned on the three days of 

relentless politics, case-building 

and resolutions to put the con-

cerned issues at rest. 
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OPENING AT THE CLOSE 
Cipun Mishra, the Editor-in-Chief, observes the entire opening ceremony from the pedestal of an excited 

individual, inspired by ceremonial deliberations, in anticipation of the debates to unfold. 
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Hell-bent on uprooting the prob-
lems in United Nations Security 
Council (UNSC), also known as the 
ill-represented council, resulted in 
the voices of the related countries - 
only seldom taken into account 
while a resolution is being passed - 
like rail tracks, the numerous possi-
ble avenues of the debate can run 
parallel to each other for quite a 
long time before merging into two 
entirely different paths. The UNSC, 
as we know, is an international or-
ganization responsible for address-
ing issues regarding international 
peace and security, issues which 

affect all the nations of the world. 
Reform regarding the Veto power 
and regional representation, thus, 
forms important aspects of the 
whole discussion on the reforms of 
the UNSC, unless we want them to 
become a major threat to relevancy 
of the council in the present day. 

The fact that one Veto power is 
capable of altering decisions made 
of international importance is highly 
undemocratic in nature. On the 
other hand, the nations need a lead-
ing way, a light to aspire from at the 

same time. The International Press 
hopes that the sun shines brighter 
for the United Nations General 
Assembly (UNGA) during the pro-
cess. Only time will determine its 
much anticipated fate or maybe, a 
psychic can. But then again, let us 
just leave the psychics for the com-
mittee in progress.  

VETO POWERS - A VILE VIAL? 
Victoria Nosaindzi, reporter of the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA), points out the various considerations 

that might be taken into account, so as to address the addition of new Permanent Members in the picture.  

mittee needs to address. Upon ask-
ing a member nation vested with the 
same powers on the justification for 
the need for veto powers in this era 
where all nations are developing at 
extremely applaudible rates, the 
response provided was - 'Number 
one, we are the founders of the 
United Nations, and number two, 
we are the ones contributing the 

most to the United Nations Fund'.  

It was deemed not plausible enough 
to hold its own against the need for 
equal and proper geographical repre-
sentation against the fairly estranged 
representation that is being currently 
exercised. As 'United Nations Fund' 
is a term we are not familiar with, we 

The body, that is United Nations, 
thrives on its pillars of promoting 
and providing an equal pedestal to 
every member nation, and yet the 
presence of the veto power stands 
to confer against it. The lack of the 
av a i l ab i l i t y  o f  th e  qua s i -
requirements to 'qualify' as a Perma-
nent Member with veto power is 
one such jurisdiction that the com-

GEOPOLITICAL REALISM 
Ruchieka Dutt Sohtun, reporter of the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA), develops the direction the council 
might be taking with respect to the reform of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC).  
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BETTER LATE THAN NEVER? 
 
Paridhi Kothari, reporter of the United Nations General Assembly (UNGA), reports on the essentiality of the reform of the United Nations Security 
Council (UNSC) and the opportunities at hand for the same.  

The United Nations Security Council 
(UNSC) is one the most powerful organs of 
the United Nations (UN) which is needed 
very crucially in the present times. But its 
failure to take decisions on matters of inter-
national importance results in a paralysed 
session, thanks to disagreements and ve-
toes, which makes one wonder whether it is 
still capable of going by its aim of maintain-
ing peace and security. 

Different countries have been lobbying 
around for more than 10 years now, pro-
posing myriads of ideas regarding the re-
form of the council. The G4 have put their 
stances pretty strongly, demanding a perma-
nent seat in the council and placing itself in 
a prime position. Two of the four G4, 
namely India and Brazil are developing 
countries having some serious internal con-
flicts, referring explicitly to political, reli-
gious, cultural, and other problems, with 
their archenemies being their regional rival 
as well, the question of regional representa-
tion still lingers around unsolved, in spite of 
the G4 proposal. 
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are taking into the consideration that it is 
the economic relief provided by different 
countries to the body, and deem this point 
as redundant, as economic turnovers should 
not be a deciding factor to the same. The 
only proposal that does hold in it the airs of 
ambiguity is the one that allows for equal 
geographical representation, which is defi-
nitely a huge task to ask of the ambassa-
dors, especially if they continue to hold 
ideals that belong in an entirely different 
time and era.  

The P5, on the other hand, have evidently, misused their 
power very often to get the decisions taken in their interests. 
The Veto places these countries in an advantageous position 
which goes against the very democratic ideals of the UN, in 
the simplest versions of things. 

Reforms will prove to be an inevitable aspect in the pathway 
to make the UNSC more relevant to the present times. The 

 

Economic turn-
overs should 
not be a decid-
ing factor to the 
same. 

UNGA is the only way through 
which this can be achieved. 
Apart from the fact that Article 
108 and 109 allows only the 
UNGA to bring about a re-
form, the Assembly does repre-
sent the whole world without 
giving any country an undue 
advantage. The UNSC deci-
sions affect the whole world, 
thus democratically speaking, 
the UNGA presents an oppor-
tunistic committee. 

It has been more than 60 years 
now, since any resolution has 
been passed regarding this 
pressing issue. Of course, the 
pathway to reform is full of 
thorns and boulders, but no 
boulder ever comes into exist-
ence if there were no way of 
compromising it satisfactorily. 
The entire council hinges on 
the adage of ‘Where there is a 
will, there is a way’.  



In the recent past, political conflicts 

have risen exponentially. The sud-

den increase has destabilized several 

regions throughout the world, with 

certain regions such as Syria even 

facing humanitarian crises. These 

situations often escalate into violent 

confrontations with thousands 

caught in the crossfire leading to 

widespread turmoil and panic. 

The main reason why these situa-

tions often deteriorate is the basical-

ly owing to the use of firearms. 

Weapons and firearms often find 

themselves in the wrong hands, 

which are then utilized to further 

the cause of the parties involved. 

The primary ways through which 

they acquire weapons is through the 

diversion of arms during the process 

of transportation and also forging 

false identities to procure weapons 

from legitimate sources. This leads 

to the requirement of accountability 

for the arms trade. When trade of 

arms transpires, there must be trans-

parency in the amount of ammuni-

tion transported and the country 

exporting the goods must ensure 

the veracity of the importer. 

Countries must cooperate in this 
process and pose as a united front 
to eliminate the threat of traffickers 
and ensure a safe environment for 
the transport of goods. Unless such 
a process is initiated, the illegal traf-
ficking of arms will continue to 
proliferate, exacerbating existing 
wars and initiating new ones.  

AGE OF WAR 
Richa Kakati, reporter of the United Nations General Assembly – Disarmament and International Security Council (UNGA-DISEC), reaches out to 

the emotional quotient of the issue at hand, with a balanced practical analysis. 

TRANSPARENCY IN ARMS TRADE 
Krishna Praveen Yalamarthy, reporter of the United Nations General Assembly – Disarmament and International Security Council (UNGA-
DISEC), reports on arms being one of the leading causes of death. This article briefly covers the reasons for illegal arms trade and covers a few steps that 
countries should take to ensure the responsible trade of arms and to create a safe environment for the exchange of goods.  

Page 4 THE QUIDNUNC  

Conflicts are inevitable. But what 
happens when these conflicts are 
fuelled by arms acquired illegally 
that end up in the hands of our 
patriotic or territorial terrorists? The 
result is palpable. We have dead 
bodies. So naturally, when the gov-
ernment fails to control this out-
burst, we have the United Nations 
stepping in and it is safe to say that 
they are doing a fantastic job at 
forming resolutions, but no ratifica-
tion of the member-states leaves no 
room for action. 

Before we start wondering the after-
effects of these mini-wars, we must 
go down to the root causes. That is, 
where do they obtain these arms 
from? Answer is simple; we have 
numerous companies manufacturing 
armaments secretly which are then 
sent to the world’s biggest markets 
of arms trade.  

Around the world, the problem of 
illegal arms trade is still a prominent 
one. More than 1,000 companies in 
about 100 countries are involved in 
some aspects of arms trade production 
with significant producers in about 30 
countries. 

When we are asked about the Middle 
Eastern and African countries, a shal-
low pool of blood forms in our mind 
with families fleeing from their homes, 
in hopes that they will find a safer place 
for their children. Why is it so that we 
can see the strife and suffering of the 
people, who are more or less, the same 
as anybody else? Every minute in this 
world, a man dies. We may be residing 
in a relatively safer place, but it would 
not be long before we have a gun 
pointed at our heads. It is time to fight 
back and hopefully the world will be 
able to curb this problem faster than 
the firing rate of the AK-47s.  



WHERE DO WE DRAW THE LINE? 
Vishak Regu, reporter of the United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC), tiptoes a blurred line between the good and evil that freedom of speech 
and the freedom of media can portray.  

Can you imagine a world when you cannot 
speak your mind? A world where the wrong 
words can land you in trouble? Where one 
controversial comment can get you behind 
bars? Where you live in constant fear of the 
people in power because they can just so 
easily misuse their powers for their own 
selfish gains? Well, do not bother imagining, 
we live in one such world - a world where 
not everyone’s freedom of expression, and 
freedom of the press is not protected. 

In today’s world, so well-connected by 

social media and technology, it is important 

that a person gets the right to speak his 

mind. But, it is important to know that 

complete freedom is not a good thing, and 

this is no exception. There have been sever-

al cases in China where the government 

officials have taken action on reporters, 

journalists and citizens for expressing their 

criticism of the government, and these 

individuals were arrested or detained for 

alleged libel. While curtailment of freedom 

of expression is not necessarily a bad thing, 

there are always people who will misuse it. 
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A world without freedom of speech and 
media is a big dilemma as media has always 
given the world a platform to put forth 
their points of view on the current scenario 
of the society. Threats to the guardians of 
the fourth estate of democracy, the journal-
ists, is important as a result of curtailment 
of rights. It is not acceptable as the topic 
has played a crucial role in limiting the lin-
guistic rights of individuals for hundreds of 
years; it has more often than not been re-
garded as an indispensable element of a 
nation-state.  

It is important that a person gets the right 
to speak his mind. In an ideal world, an 
individual would be able to speak his heart 
out on any platform and express his views 
without any barriers. But alas, we do not 
live in an ideal world.  Complete freedom is 
not a good thing, and this is no exception. 
It is only a matter of time before someone 

And the best way to counter this would be to setup inde-

pendent councils to investigate into matters such as libel 

and hate speech. 

STANDING BETWEEN RIGHT AND WRONG 
Himashree Das, reporter of the United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC), explains about the cliff-hanger of a scenario, where the right and 
wrong are all but a very thin line.  

misuses their freedom. Let us consider 
an example. Hate speech and grudge is 
unaccepted in every way. One would 
be protected by the rights to publish an 
article containing false information 
about an individual that could hurt his/
her reputation, and harm him/her. 
This is called libel, and is illegal in sev-
eral countries.  Similarly, there are sev-
eral other acts that are against the law 
in several countries, and these are in 
place only in interest of individuals 
who might be harmed by someone 
misusing their powers.  

Notwithstanding the fact that national-
ism does not necessarily mean the 
growth of intolerance. It is solely be-
cause of journalism that a democratic 
or any form of government can stay in 
check. The protection of these journal-
ists is of paramount importance as the 

news and any relevant information 
about the same is intimated by the 
people in the picture, who are threat-
ened by the scenario which certainly 
curbs the freedom of speech and the 
expressiveness of the media.  
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