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Letter from the Executive Board

Dear Delegates,

It gives us great pleasure to welcome you all to the eighth edition of Welham  Boys’ Model

United Nations, 2022. The Disarmament and International  Security Committee is a

simulation of the United Nations General Assembly— First Committee. After a long wait of

two years, we will be meeting offline for  an in-person conference. We, the Executive

Board, promise you a prominent  and productive time here at WELMUN.

This background provides you with an overview of the agenda and gives you an  idea of

where your research should start. The Executive Board discourages the  use of only this guide

for the preparation of the conference. The information  provided here is only to help you

shape your stance. The agenda for the debate  this year would revolve around tackling the

emerging threat of biological  warfare and bioterrorism, with a special emphasis on

compliance with the  BWC.

The World Health Organization specifies biological weapons as  "microorganisms like

viruses, bacteria, fungi, or other toxins that are produced  and released intentionally to cause

disease and death in humans, animals, or  plants." These substances can cause large

numbers of fatalities in a short  amount of time while being difficult to contain and could

also result in an  epidemic. We hope to see a well-researched and peaceful discussion on the

agenda.

The Executive Board anticipates well-researched arguments and discussions  from the

delegates. We also encourage the delegates to have an intricate  knowledge of the issue

raised. Documentation and lobbying would play a major  role in the committee. A

solutions-oriented approach is always appreciated at  the conference. Delegates must engage

in critical thinking and keep in mind the  real-life problems with respect to the scenario too.

We encourage first-time  MUNers to engage as much as possible, but also to have a great

learning  experience from the conference. We will make sure that you have a great time  and

also get a platform to keep your stance and voice.

We will now leave you all with our warm regards and best of wishes. We hope  that you take

something from this two-day conference and understand the  privilege of having a voice that

is heard. Please feel free to contact the executive  board in the event of any query.

Chair.disec@welhamboys.org
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Nature of Reports and Evidences

Evidence or proofs from the following sources will be accepted as credible in  the

committee:

1. News Sources -

a) REUTERS – Any Reuters’ article which clearly makes mention of the fact  stated or is in

contradiction of the fact being stated by another delegate in  council can be used to

substantiate arguments in the committee. However, Reuters reports claiming to quote any

individual affiliated in any  manner to any government may not necessarily reflect the views

of that  government in totality. For example, at times the office holding individuals  venture

out for lectures, talks, discussions etc. wherein they tend to express  things which are a

contravention/extension of the policy they hold. So we need  to take into consideration the

time and space dimension of such views and also  the chronology of what they spoke or

what their government policy was post  and prior to this.

Thus, the Reuters report can be denied by any member state subject to their policy and it is

only when the report is accepted by the government that it shall be admitted as persuasive

proof.

b) State operated News Agencies – These reports can be used in support of or against the

State that owns the News Agency. These reports, if credible or substantial enough, can be

used in support of or against any country as such, but in that situation, they can be denied by

any other country in the council.



These reports can be used in a similar way as the State Operated News Agencies reports and

can, in all circumstances, be denied by another country. However, a nuance is that a report

that is being denied by a certain country can still be accepted by the Executive Board as

credible information.

3. UN Reports –

All UN Reports are considered credible information or evidence by the Executive

Board.

Please note that under no circumstances will sources like Wikipedia (http://

www.wikipedia.org/) Amnesty International (http://www.amnesty.org/) or newspapers

like The Guardian (http://www.guardian.co.uk/) Times of India (http://

timesofindia.indiatimes.com/) be accepted in the Council.

About the Committee

The First Committee deals with disarmament, global challenges and threats to  peace that

affect the international community and seeks out solutions to the  challenges in the

international security regime. It considers all disarmament and  international security matters

within the scope of the Charter or relating to the  powers and functions of any other organ of

the United Nations; the general principles of cooperation in the maintenance of international

peace and security,  as well as principles governing disarmament and the regulation of

armaments;  promotion of cooperative arrangements and measures aimed at strengthening

stability through lower levels of armaments.

Mandate of the Committee

The committee works in close cooperation with the United Nations  Disarmament

Commission and the Geneva-based conference on Disarmament.  It is the only main

committee of the General Assembly entitled to verbatim  records coverage.

The First Committee sessions are structured into three distinctive stages: I. General debate

II. Thematic discussions

III. Action on drafts

It is the only Main Committee of the General Assembly entitled to verbatim  records

coverage pursuant to Rule 58 (a) of the rules of procedure of the  General Assembly.



Introduction

Infectious diseases and biological weapons were recognized as more potent than

conventional weapons from as early as 600 BC. Biological weapons have proven to  lead to

the loss of life of millions of people from around the globe. One of  the examples for this

would be the infamous Siege of Caffa, which around that time  was a well-fortified seaport

under the control of the Genoese forces. In 1346, the  attacking Tartar forces succumbed to an

epidemic of plague. The forces however,  utilized their misfortune and by hurling the

cadavers of the deceased into the city, they  caused an epidemic and the Genoese forces were

forced to retreat. In these years,  approximately 25 million lives were lost, this incident is also

referred to as The Black  Death. Another disease that has been used significantly as a

biological weapon is  smallpox. In 1763, the British distributed blankets of smallpox patients

to native  Americans in order to diminish their population.

To prevent such atrocities from happening again in 1925 the Geneva protocol was  signed by

thirty-eight countries, the protocol prohibited the use of poisonous or other  gasses, and

specifically of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare. Unfortunately, this  protocol failed after

being rejected by the British. The failure of the protocol was  made evident by Japan’s use of

plague, anthrax and other diseases in the second world  war.

In 1975, The Biological Weapons Convention or the BWC was adopted by the United

Nations to reinforce the goals set by the Geneva Protocol. This time with over a  hundred

signatories. The BWC also did some other things that made it more effective  than the impact

made by the Geneva protocol. The Geneva protocol failed to prohibit  the development,

transfer and stockpiling of biological weapons, a key aspect to why it failed. BWC however,

corrected its predecessor's mistake and also prohibited the development, stockpiling and

transfer of biological weapons. BWC, to be precise was an ultimatum, it referred and

touched upon all the problems, and issues faced due to biological weapons.

Although the BWC is a legally binding treaty it has become a monumental task to ensure the

compliance of the member states. Not to mention, how hard it actually is to ensure the claims

of member states on not having stockpiles of biological weapons. With all the references in

hand, we can conclude that while recovering from a virus based pandemic it has become our

utmost priority to ensure that unconventional methods of warfare aren’t utilized.



Bioterrorism

As defined by the Centres for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Bioterrorism is  the

intentional release of viruses, bacteria or other germs that can sicken or kill people,  livestock

or crops. In modern days, due to advancement in technology, it has become  extremely easy

for terrorists to spread viruses such as anthrax through various means.

Experts believe that anthrax is the most likely organism that can be used in a  bioterrorism

attack. This is due to how easily it can be produced in a laboratory and  the various ways

through which it can spread, whether in the form of a spray, powder  or food. Some other

widely used pathogens over the years are smallpox which  nowadays poses little or say no

threat due to vaccines. The plague which has already  caused great damage to us in the past,

Cholera was previously used by countries such  as the U.S, Japan, South Africa and Iraq.

However, with the recent advances in technology related to gene editing bioterrorism  now

poses an even deadlier threat. The gene editing technology CRISPR(Clustered  Regularly

Interspaced Short Palindromic Repeats)is alerting defence communities  from around the

world. As, when in the right hands this CRISPR can help in curing  genetic defects and

treating various diseases, however in the wrong hands the results  produced by it can be

disastrous and due to the broad distribution and low cost of this  technology, a scenario

similar couldn’t be imagined far enough.

A handful of possible threats posed by the CRISPR technology can be, editing the  cells

important for reproduction in humans to create inheritable genetic disorders or  making a

bug resistant to pesticides which could alone destroy the staple crops of a  particular

country.

Bioterrorism can happen unexpectedly but the government should be prepared with a

proper health emergency system in order to respond to a bioterrorist attack.

This system should include a total of five phases:

1. The Preparedness Phase: This phase will ensure that hospitals and response  teams are

prepared in case of any emergency. For this, the facilities in the  laboratory need to be



upgraded and a large amount of medications must be kept  at all times and for all possible

situations.

2. Early Warning Phase. If the possibilities of a bioterrorist attack are detected  early

and rapid investigations take place, it can help us in understanding the  magnitude of the

attack and also to take proper calculated measures.

3. Notification Phase: Any syndrome appearing in an unusually high number of  people

must be reported and laboratories must give quick diagnosis and various  health care

facilities must be geared up for all possible casualties.

4. Response Phase: The main objective of which would be containing further  spread of

the disease and managing mass casualty. This phase in itself should  also have four steps.

The first step must include properly assessing the  situation, the second should be to

contact health personnel who have  emergency response roles and assigning them

responsibilities. The third step  would be to develop a proper action plan which is based

on the assessment of  the situation. The final step must be implementing this action plan

properly,  also a list of ‘Do’s and Don’ts’ must be circulated around the nation in order to

make the citizens aware.

In Order to deal with a bioterrorist attack is the;

5. Recovery Phase: As the name suggests after the attack the setbacks suffered  are

restored, essential items used during the fourth phase are replenished. Date  should

also be compiled and analysed to identify problems experienced during  the

implementation of the five phase system.

This five phase system is perhaps one of the best ways in which a terrorist attack  should be

dealt with as it covers all important points that should be focused on, from  having adequate

facilities to the recovery of the nation from the bioterrorist attack.

Over the years nations from around the globe have faced several of these  bioterrorist

attacks although not without facing a high number of casualties. If  measures aren’t taken

and systems aren’t put in place to deal with them the  whole world might break into war

again which will lead to mass destruction.



Geneva Protocol

On the 17th of June 1925, under the League of Nations a protocol now famously  called as

the Geneva protocol was signed. The protocol prohibited the use of  Asphyxiating, Poisonous

or other gases and other Bacteriological Methods of warfare.  The protocol was originally

signed by thirty-eight states. France was the first  signatory to ratify the protocol on 10th of

May 1926. On the other hand, El Salvador  was the final signatory to ratify the protocol

which it did so on 26 February 2008. As  of April 2021 146 various states have ratified the

Geneva protocol. The most recent of  these states would be Colombia. Colombia ratified the

protocol on 24 November  2015.

To become a party to the Geneva protocol, a state must deposit an instrument to the

government of France which is the depositary power of the protocol. Before the  Second

World War, many countries had already ratified the protocol including all the  great powers

except the United States and Japan.

During the First World War there was widespread use of asphyxiating gas therefore  the peace

treaties that the allies signed with the losers of the war which were  Germany, Austria,

Bulgaria and Hungary recognized the immense danger of  biological and chemical weapons.

Thus, these nations were then prohibited from using  these weapons.

The Geneva Protocol however failed to deal with one key aspect of bio weapons,  which

is that it did prohibit their use, but it did not prohibit their production,  stockpiling and

transport. Although these nations agreed not to use these deadly  weapons, they only did

so under one condition. The condition was that, if these  prohibitions were violated and

bio weapons were used against them then the  prohibitions placed on them would cease

to apply.

Due to the protocol disregarding this key aspect there were many violations of the  same.

The first of which occurred back in 1928 by Spain and France in the Rif War.  The use of

bio weapons occurred even after the nations had signed the protocol.  However, this

occurred before the protocol took effect, which it took on 8 February  1928. Another

violation of this protocol was by Japan against China in the second  Sino-Japanese War.

During the Second World War, the United States, the United  Kingdom and Germany had



all prepared a stock of bio weapons that they refrained  from using due to retaliation. One

of the most infamous violations of the protocol  occurred in the years 1980-1988, Iran-Iraq

war. During the war, Iraq had utilised  several chemical weapons against the Iranian forces.

Not just this Iraq, but also used nerve agents against the Kurdish civilians, an example of

this would be the attack on  Halabja in 1988.

Another shortcoming of the protocol was that it only prohibited the use of bio  weapons in

international armed conflicts. This meant that within a state’s boundary  these weapons could

be used freely in civil conflicts. Adding to this the use of these  weapons was prohibited only

against states that ratified the protocol which meant if a  state had not ratified the protocol

then biological weapons could be used against it.

Due to its several shortcomings and violations the Geneva wasn’t as successful as one  would

have hoped it to be. However, its shortcomings were dealt with in 1972 with  the Biological

Weapons Convention(BWC) and in 1993 with the Chemical Weapons  Convention. The fact

that the BWC and CWC are more successful than the geneva  protocol has been proven by

both the conventions having more member states than the  Geneva protocol. The BWC has

183 states that have ratified the convention and four  signatories and CWC has 193 ratified

states and one signatory. Both have more  member states than the Geneva protocol.

Although both of these conventions need to be updated due to the new advancements  made

in technology and still have some shortcomings, they have proven to be far  more effective

in stopping the use of biological and chemical weapons.

Biological Weapons Convention (BWC)

After the Geneva protocol failed to effectively prohibit the use of biological weapons,  the

BWC was negotiated in Geneva from 1969 to 1972. The BWC is also considered  as a key

element in the efforts of the international community to address the issue of  weapons of

mass destruction (WMD). Of importance to the negotiations was the  proposal of the British

to separate Chemical and Biological weapons. These  negotiations gained further momentum

when the U.S decided to end its offensive  biological programme in 1969 under President



Nixon. The final negotiation stage was  reached when the U.S and the Soviet Union

submitted identical but separate drafts of  the BWC.

The BWC opened for signatures on 10 April 1972 and entered into force on 26 March  1975.

At the time the BWC had the ratification of 22 states which included its three  depositary

governments, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom and the United States.  Since then the

number of states that have ratified the treaty has increased to 183 while  four other states have

signed the treaty but not ratified it. Since then some scientists  have called for modernisation

of the treaty due to the discovery of several new  technologies since then such as CRISPR,

gene drives, synthetic biology etc.

The convention in total had a list of fifteen articles which made it relatively small, but  the

key provisions of the convention were:

● Article I- Undertaking never under any circumstance to develop, produce,

stockpile, acquire or retain biological weapons.

● Article II- Undertaking to destroy biological weapons or divert them to

peaceful purposes.

● Article III- Undertaking not to transfer, or in any way assist, encourage or  induce

anyone to manufacture or otherwise acquire biological weapons. ● Article IV-

Requirement to take any national measures necessary to prohibit  and prevent the

development, production, stockpiling, acquisition or retention  of biological weapons

within a State’s territory, under its jurisdiction, or under  its control.

● Article V- Undertaking to consult bilaterally and multilaterally and cooperate in

solving any problems which may arise in relation to the objective, or in the

application, of the BWC.

● Article VI- Right to request the United Nations Security Council to investigate  alleged

breaches of the BWC, and undertaking to cooperate in carrying out any  investigation

initiated by the Security Council.

● Article VII- Undertaking to assist any State Party exposed to danger as a result of a

violation of the BWC.

● Article X- Undertaking to facilitate, and have the right to participate in, the fullest

possible exchange of equipment, materials and information for peaceful purposes.

Despite all the efforts made the BWC had a major shortcoming. This shortcoming being that

compared to the chemical or nuclear regime, the BWC lacks a system to verify states’

compliance and it does not have a separate international organization to support the effective



implementation of the convention. Although earlier drafts of the BWC did contain some

provisions to address compliance issues, these were removed during negotiations. Attempts

were made by countries to reintroduce these measures when the text was submitted to the

General Assembly in 1971 and in the First Review conference in 1980 led by Sweden.

In 1991, after the end of the Cold War a negotiation process began for a verification  system.

During the Third Review Conference an expert group on verification,  VEREX, was

established to find and examine potential verification methods. VEREX  considered 21

different measures. In a special conference of BWC states in 1994 the  VEREX report was

considered and an Ad Hoc Group was established to negotiate a  legally-binding verification

protocol.

In March 2001, the chairman of the Ad Hoc Group circulated a 210 page draft to resolve

some issues. However, the draft as well as the entire approach on which the draft was built

was rejected by the George W. Bush administration. The reason given  by the U.S to justify

its decision was that the protocol would have harmed U.S  national security and national

interests.

Since then several states have been accused of violating the convention’s obligations  by

either developing or producing biological weapons. An example of this would be  the

anthrax outbreak in 1979, in the soviet city of Sverdlovsk. David Kelly a British

expert on biological weapons concluded that the trilateral agreement between the U.S,  the

U.K and the Soviet Union was an achievement because it showed the non compliance of the

Soviet Union, but it was also a failure because Russia didn’t  acknowledge and fully account

for the Soviet programme and the biological weapon activities continued in Russia. The Iraqi

biological weapons programme as well as chemical weapons programme was uncovered

after the Gulf War. Iraq said that it ended its biological weapons programme in 1991 but it’s

believed that Iraq breached the convention by continuing the programme till at least 1996.

The Possibility of a Pandemic due to  Biotechnology

Over the years, several advancements have been made in the field of biotechnology  and

microorganisms. Ranging from genetic engineering to microorganisms with  increased

resistance to the antibiotics in the market. However these developments  pose certain

safety and security threats.



To further drive the point let us take a hypothetical example. Let’s say that researchers  in a

top-level biosafety lab have succeeded in synthetically creating a dengue virus by  rearranging

DNA fragments. Their main goal might have been to find an effective  cure to the virus but

what if they end up making an even deadlier strain of this virus,  with characteristics that

weren’t expected?

However, this hypothetical scenario which might seem a bit unrealistic has become  reality in

numerous cases. Such as, in 2001 when Australian scientists were trying to  genetically

engineer the mousepox virus to make lab mice infertile but, ended up  making a lethal version

of the virus. Or how in 2005 the same pathogen that caused  the influenza epidemic in 1918

and was responsible for the death of over 50 million  people in 1918 and 1919 was resurrected

by a team of U.S scientists. Although, none  of these instances led to a world wide global

pandemic, there have been cases where  people were infected with diseases that were being

used in research. For instance, how  a Russian ebola researcher died from the same virus while

working on a vaccine for it,  or how nearly 3,000 people in China were infected with an

infection called Brucellosis  due to a leak.

Due to these incidents occurring in a controlled environment their effects were  minimized.

However, nowadays due to the Do It Yourself or DIY community which  may consist of

individuals, enthusiasts or small organizations becoming involved even  though they aren’t

linked to any formal institution poses new threats, because these  communities aren’t

associated with a formal institution their actions go unregulated.  Not to mention these

individuals often have very little to no formal training to the  safety and ethics of using

biotechnology. Due to this if an accident were to occur, they  will not be able to contain and

handle it. Although an incident like this has yet to  happen, the lack of regulations of this

community poses a major threat to safety.

The concerns of advancement in biotechnology however move past research labs and  human

error. Like ending up having unintended consequences or the misuse by  humans.

For this, let’s look at a relatively new piece of technology, CRISPR. CRISPR is used  for

gene editing and it can be used for several beneficial means, such as having the  potential to

eradicate vector-borne diseases or controlling pests that destroy crops.  However, these gene

drives could continue to spread without stopping or could target  and manipulate a

non-targeted species. However this technology can also be misused  in many ways, for



instance how certain humans who gain access to this technology  could use it, to create

inheritable genetic disorders.

From the above examples we can see how advancements in biotechnology provide us with

several ways through which we can address global issues, such as environmental

degradation, but the same technology can be used to harm us by causing infections or

targeting the agricultural supply. To avoid situations like these countries have adopted

guidelines to ensure the safety of biotechnology research and globally treaties,  conventions

and guidelines have been formed. These mechanisms unfortunately have  failed in enduring

responsible conduct of biotechnology research. More often than not  due to the fact that these

treaties aren’t updated regularly and fail to keep pace with  the ever advancing technology.

Also there are no global standards on biosafety and biosecurity that all research labs  must

abide by. There are also no mechanisms for these labs taking accountability  when

experiments don’t go the right way. For example, when the BWC is breached  and a state

uses bio weapons, all that the signatories can do is either consult the  situation with each

other or lodge a complaint with the United Nations Security  Council in absence of a

proper verification and monitoring system.

The above examples prove to us that these international mechanisms aren’t well equipped to

handle the recent breakthrough in technology. To ensure that the research  of biotechnology is

done responsibly, a verification and monitoring system in the  BWC and also include clauses

that ensure liability and accountability in case of any  violation.

Treatment of Injuries Caused due to  Biological and Chemical Weapons

After discussing at length about biological weapons and how they have been used in

biological warfare to harm civilians, a new question arises and that is “How do we  treat the

injuries caused by the use of these weapons?”. There are international treaties  and national

measures in place to prevent biowarfare but they too have shortcomings  and aren’t extremely

effective in preventing these attacks.

Before even getting to the treatment it’s better if we are able to detect and take  preventive

measures in the first place. Some ways to do this would be by using  devices with advanced

detection or they can also be found after testing. However,  during the process something



that is often overlooked are animals, it is not necessary  for an agent to spread by humans

alone; they can also spread by animals or animals  might be some of the first victims of the

infectious agent and thus shouldn’t be  overlooked.

After a pathogen has been detected it is important to take some protective measures in  order

to prevent it from spreading to others. These measures may include getting  vaccinated in

order to become immune to certain diseases that could be used in an  attack, ensuring that

medical personnel wear gloves and suits to prevent catching the  disease or by wearing a

mask, something that is present abundantly due to the  COVID-19 pandemic.

In the case of suffering from a chemical or biological something that most victims experience

is some sort of neurological manifestation. The most common of which are  headaches and

confusion. One of the more popular infectious agents used in  bioterrorism is anthrax.

Research shows that 20% of people that were victims of an  anthrax attack suffer from

meningitis which causes fever, vomiting and nausea. If left  untreated it can prove to be fatal,

but unless engineered it some way or the other it  can be treated using antibiotics as it is

caused by a bacteria.

Another disease that is used for biological warfare is the plague. The plague has three

variants the first of which is the infamous bubonic plague which caused the Balck  Death. It

causes the swelling of glands as well as weakness and headache, however the  bubonic plague

can be treated with the help of antibiotics. The second variant is the  pneumonic plague, it’s

far more deadlier than the other variants and antibiotics must  be given within 24 hours of the

first symptoms appearing to prevent high risk of  death. In the case of the pneumonic plague

death is often caused by respiratory failure  and circulatory collapse. Not to mention, it’s

highly contagious and has the highest chances of being used as an agent in biological attack.

The third is the septicemic  plague which occurs usually due to the complication of the

bubonic or pneumonic  plague. It can also occur alone in the same way as the bubonic plague

and has similar  symptoms except it doesn't cause the development of buboes which is a

lymph node in  the armpits.

Smallpox is another disease that has been used in several biological attacks. It is  caused by

a DNA virus of the orthopox family. Although WHO announced that  smallpox has been

eradicated in 1980, it is still stored in two WHO labs, one in the  U.S.A and the other in

Russia. It can occur in two forms, one a major form and the  other a minor form. Vaccines

for smallpox have been developed but have cardiac  adverse effects, thus cardiac patients



are not advised to take it. Some of these effects  include headache, fever, drowsiness,

vomiting and in rare cases spastic paralysis.

Although there are treatments for some of the more commonly used infectious agents,  due to

the leap made in gene editing technology it has become possible to engineer a  new strain of

these diseases that are immune to their current cures. This poses a new  threat and the most

effective way to counter this would be to improve the current  facilities present in laboratories

so that in case of a breakout of an unidentified variant  research can be done as fast as

possible and a possible cure can be found. Apart from  this another way to prevent these sorts

of diseases from spreading would be to not  make technologies such as CRISPR easily

available to individuals to access.

Although gene editing might pose a new threat of infectious agents that are not  affected by

modern medicines, the same technology can also help us in getting rid of  various diseases

such as vector borne diseases and can also help us eradicate certain  genetically inherited

diseases. Therefore further advancement in technology is the key  in treating injuries caused

by biological warfare, but the same technology can also  help in developing new means of

biological warfare with worse consequences.

Conclusion

In today's world biological and chemical weapons are proving to be a major threat and  with

the appearance of newer and more modern technology the reality of the situation  has gotten

worse. This new technology although helps us in several it also provides  terrorists with more

efficient ways to plan a biological attack.

This problem can't be solved as easily as one might think. To prevent the use of  biological

weapons measures have been taken since the Geneva protocol in 1925,  however these

measures failed due to the many shortcomings of the protocol. Even though the protocol

was revised several decades later the Biological Weapons  Convention still has several

shortcomings such as not having a proper verification  system for the compliance of

member states. Historically the obligations set by these  conventions and protocols have

been breached by several member states such as  Japan's use of biological weapons in the



second world war and Iraq using biological  weapons against Iran in 1980.

Nations should take measures to prevent biological attack whether it is by making it  harder

for individuals to gain access to various biological weapons or by planning  effectively in

order to reduce the impact of biological attacks. Due to the Geneva  protocol only

prohibiting the usage of biological weapons in international conflicts  and not banning their

production and storage, these weapons have been used by  several terrorists to attack a

country.

Apart from being weapons of mass destruction these weapons also pose another major  threat.

This threat being how easily they can cause pandemics. Although there is a  cure for most of

the Infectious diseases used in biological attacks due to gene editing  technologies such as

CRISPR we might face a strain of a disease that can't be cured by  known methods. For this

we need laboratories that analyze samples as fast as possible  so that we are able to find a cure

before this strain causes a pandemic.

Stern measures must be taken in order to prevent the harmful usage of biological  weapons

by international bodies and nations themselves as these weapons can be  used by anyone to

frighten the whole world. Nations should implement proper  measures to recover from such

attacks as well as have laboratories equipped with  proper facilities in case such an attack

breaks. If such measures aren't taken then the  world as we know it today might just end.

Position Paper Policy

What is a Position Paper?

A position paper is a brief overview of a country’s stance on the topics being discussed by a

particular committee. Though there is no specific format that the position paper must follow,

it should include a description of the position your country holds on the issues on the agenda,

relevant actions that your country has taken, and potential solutions that your country would

support.

Purpose:

Keep in mind the recent developments in biological weaponry and warfare and your foreign

policy regarding the same. The Position papers should include the following details:



• The delegate’s preliminary understanding of the topic and what it entails • Allocation

of the delegate and your stance on this agenda • Your proposed plan of action and

effective solutions

• Any information regarding your portfolio that you think that the Executive

Board members should know

• Furthermore, your expectations as to how this committee should progress and what are

your expectations from the debate.

Each position paper should not exceed one page, and should be combined into a

single PDF or word document per delegate (other formats will not be accepted.)

Formatting :

Position papers should include: the name of the delegate, his/her country, the committee,

along with the agenda. They should be in a standard font (e.g. Times New Roman) with a

12-point font size and 1- inch document margins

Submission Procedure :

• The due date for submission of position papers for this committee will be

communicated soon!

• Subject of the mail should be : Country Name - Position Paper  • Each

position paper will be manually reviewed.

• The email address for this committee is chair.disec@welhamboys.org

Questions a Resolution Must Answer (QARMAS)

• Do the protective mechanisms provided for by the Biological Weapons Convention

provide adequate protection against the threat of biological weapons? If not, can they

be improved upon, or must a new resolution be adopted?

• How can countries who have not signed the BWC be convinced to do so? • What

should be the correct international response to a biological attack? • What measures can

be put in place to prevent terrorists from obtaining biological weapons?

• What resources should be sanctioned for the treatment of veterans and other beings

infected from hazardous contact?
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