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Dear Delegates,
Welcome to the 30th Annual Brigham Young University Model United Nations
Conference (BYUMUN)! I am pleased to welcome you to the General Assembly
First Committee. Being selected as a participant at this Conference speaks to what
kind of student you are, so I congratulate you on your efforts and am eager to see
how this experience will shape your future endeavors.
My name is Max Collins and I am the Director of the General Assembly First
Committee (GA1). I am currently a junior at BYU studying Political Science and
Creative Writing. Last fall, I worked with BYUMUN29 as a member of the Dais
for the General Assembly Fourth Committee, and in the spring, I competed with
BYU at the National Model United Nations (NMUN) New York Conference
representing Turkmenistan for the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees. Participating in Model United Nations has taught me skills and helped
me develop abilities that I use in every facet of life, from my studies to my future
career. I’m certain it will do the same for you!
The topics under discussion for the General Assembly First Committee are:
I.
II.

Addressing the Use of Lethal Autonomous Weapons;
Biological Weapon Non-Proliferation.

Both of these topics are of the upmost importance and have personal, immediate,
and future implications for every citizen of the world. GA1 is responsible for a
wide range of critical topics and issues; however, these two issues have been
specifically selected based on their urgency and ever-growing impact on the
international community. As representatives of your respective Member States,
you are expected to devote the necessary time and energy into researching these
topics so that you can come to the conference ready to collaborate with your
fellow delegates and establish solutions in the pursuit of international peace.
The purpose of this Background Guide is to act as a launch pad for your
individual research. During your research, consider your countries’ policies and
points of view regarding these topics.
If you have any questions regarding the Conference, committee, or topics, please do
not hesitate to reach out to me. I look forward to meeting you in November!
Best,
Max Collins
Director, General Assembly First
Committee
koseycollins@gmail.com

BYUMUN – 120 HRCB – Provo, UT 84602
801.422.6921 – byumun@byu.edu
http://byumun.byu.edu

Committee History
"Indeed, the very first resolution of the General Assembly of the United Nations - adopted
unanimously - called for the elimination of nuclear weapons."
― Joseph Rotblat, 1995 Nobel Peace Prize Recipient

Introduction
The United Nations General Assembly (GA), established by the Charter of the United Nations
(1945), was designed to be the main representative body of the United Nations (UN). It is
comprised of all 193 Member States and contains six Main Committees, each of which have a
specific focus. When a Committee is finished addressing their assigned topics, Member States
propose resolutions to be adopted by the GA. These resolutions are not legally binding, but
rather seek to establish standards and guidelines for the behavior of the international community.
They can also instigate the creation of new treaties and international legal norms. These
outcomes are in line with the goal of the GA, which is to discuss and make recommendations for
maintaining global peace and cooperation.1
As one of the six Main Committees, the First Committee considers all matters related to
disarmament and international security. 2 To this end, several disarmament-related entities report
to the GA through the First Committee. These include the United Nations Disarmament
Commission (UNDC) and the Conference on Disarmament.3
Mandate, Functions, and Powers
Being the center of the UN System, the GA and its Main Committees represent the principal
deliberative, policymaking, and representative organs; their outcomes thus define new norms that
can become treaties or conventions among UN Member States. The GA is tasked with initiating
studies and making recommendations to promote international cooperation in the political field;
encouraging the development of international law; promoting the implementation of cultural,
social, and human rights; and promoting fundamental freedoms free from discrimination.
Specifically, Chapter IV, Article 11 of the UN Charter states that “the General Assembly may
consider the general principles of co-operation in the maintenance of international peace and
security, including the principles governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments, and
may make recommendations with regard to such principles to the Members or to the Security
Council or to both”.4
This mandate has evolved over time, and the growing range of issues facing the international
community resulted in the decision to delegate the GA’s role in disarmament and international
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security issues to the First Committee.5 The question of disarmament is organized into seven
clusters: nuclear weapons, other weapons of mass destruction (WMDs), disarmament aspects in
outer space, conventional weapons, regional disarmament and security, the disarmament
machinery, and other disarmament measures and security. 6
The mandate of the General Assembly allows it to be a conduit for ideas that can become the
driver of new policies and shared norms through discussion and debate. 7 This can be regarded as
one of the main differences between the General Assembly and the Security Council. The
Security Council is more concerned with concrete threats to security, including ongoing
conflicts, whereas the General Assembly focuses on habits and principles. It is important to note,
however, that the General Assembly considers matters of international security only when the
issue is not under the consideration of the Security Council. 8
Recent Sessions and Current Priorities
Prior to the start of the 73rd session, a number of reports were submitted to the First Committee.
The majority were from the Secretary-General and discussed issues like the risk of nuclear
proliferation in the Middle East and the illicit trade of small arms and light weapons (SALW),
leading to the adoption of applicable resolutions in 2018.9
At its 73rd session, the First Committee approved a total of twenty-seven draft resolutions,
including two separate proposals to develop rules for Member States on responsible cyberspace
conduct.10 Although topics of all kinds were discussed, the majority of draft resolutions focused
on nuclear weapons. Other topics included the African Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zone Treaty,
developments in the field of information and telecommunications in the context of international
security, the prevention of an arms race in outer space, and making arrangements for the
protection of non-nuclear-weapon states against the use of nuclear weapons.
In recent years, the First Committee has, in addition to its traditional focus on nuclear-related
topics, placed greater emphasis on information security as Member States become more and
more interconnected through technology. During the 73rd session, General Assembly resolutions
A/C.1/73/L.65/Rev.1 (2018) and A/C.1/73/L.37 (2018) both addressed the vital role of
technology in the context of international security and disarmament. Looking forward to the 74th
session, information and telecommunication security are both potential items to be placed on the
agenda in addition to biological weapons. Other potential topics include the reduction of military
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budgets, the role of science and technology in international security and disarmament, as well as
women, disarmament, non-proliferation, and arms control. 11
In addition to information and telecommunication, as technology has developed over the last
twenty years, Artificial Intelligence (AI) has become a recurring topic for the GA. Fear over the
ability to integrate AI with current weaponry and the potential devastation it presents has rapidly
spread over the last five sessions of the GA. The number of Member States speaking out against
Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems (LAWS) at the GA has increased from sixteen in 2013 to
thirty-four in 2017.12 As of November 2018, twenty-six Member States have called for a
prohibition of fully autonomous weapons. 13
An increase in awareness and opposition have led the UN to establish a Group of Governmental
Experts (GGE) on LAWS. The first and second meetings of these experts took place during the
72nd Session, where they established a mandate of examining emerging technologies,
particularly regarding LAWS, with a view toward identifying the rules and principles that should
be applied to such systems.14 From March 25-29 of this year, the GGE met for the third
consecutive year to further discuss developments and strategies surrounding LAWS.15
Where autonomous weapons have been a relatively recent topic addressed by the First
Committee, biological weapons have been a long-recurring theme. As part of an ongoing
response to the continued presence of biological weapons, the GA created The United Nations
Office for Disarmament Affairs (UNODA). UNODA is an organization that supports the First
Committee in working toward general and complete disarmament under strict and effective
international control (UNODA 2019). In 2016, at the eighth Review Conference of the States
Parties to the Convention on the Prohibition of the Development, Production, and Stockpiling of
Bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their Destruction (a yearly convention
held by UNODA), attending Member States reaffirmed their conviction and the importance of
complete international disarmament.
At its 72nd session the following year, the GA adopted a resolution based on the findings of the
eighth Review Conference. However, at the 73rd session the First Committee was still grappling
with how to eliminate banned lethal biological agents. 16 Recent attacks using lethal chemicals in
Syria, Iraq, Malaysia, and the United Kingdom caused delegates to voice concerns over other
existing stockpiles, calling for their immediate destruction. Representatives from New Zealand
11
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and Ukraine warned that allowing these attacks to go unanswered would undermine basic justice
and lead to erosions of regimes currently participating in non-proliferation and disarmament.
Conclusion
Disarmament remains an important issue in the pursuit of international peace. New threats arise
every year, complicating questions like nuclear disarmament, the use of arms in outer space, and
cyber security threats. New hostile organizations and military regimes seek to undo the progress
made by the international community. However, efforts made in the field of combating the illicit
trade of SALW and strengthening global counter-terrorism efforts are a testimony of the GA’s
dedication to a safer world.
Addressing LAWS and Biological Weapons Non-Proliferation are currently the most pressing
issues for the First Committee. Resolving both topics will have profoundly positive effects for
the global population. And although some argue that the First Committee has not been able to
achieve its full potential, it continues to play a critical role in the pursuit of international peace
and security.17
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I.

Addressing the Use and Development of Lethal Autonomous Weapons Systems

“Machines with the power and discretion to take lives without human involvement are
politically unacceptable, morally repugnant, and should be prohibited by international law.”
― António Guterres, UN Secretary-General

Introduction
During the Second World War, Alan Turing, a British computer scientist, invented what would
come to be considered the first computer. A decade later in 1956, the term “Artificial
Intelligence” (AI) would first be adopted at a computer science conference held at Dartmouth
College. Over the next several decades, massive strides would be made in the field of machine
learning, a precursor to AI, including the development of the first ‘intelligent’ humanoid robot .
In the mid-1990s, due to a surge in AI investments in America and Japan, technology was
approaching a point where computer processors could handle the massive amounts of data
required for AI programming.18
Since then, technology has seen exponential growth regarding processor power, with the last two
decades containing some of the most significant advancements in the history of modern
computing. Because of these advancements, military technology has become synonymous with
computer technology. Today, computer technology plays a significant role in military training,
communication, testing, and more. Military crises like the Cold War are even responsible for the
pursuit and development of supercomputers.19 Additionally, world governments and
corporations are all racing to develop better AI technology. Amazon’s Alexa and Google’s
Assistant are obvious examples of AI development moving from the fringe of the tech world into
the mainstream.
In order to better understand the potential vulnerabilities of AI, it helps to understand the
shortcomings of algorithms. Simply put, an algorithm is a set of instructions, a kind of recipe that
performs an action when it is commanded to. AI is a group of self-modifying algorithms that can
edit existing algorithms and create original ones as it learns and takes in new external data .20 The
ability of AI to function continuously, independent of any human intervention, is simultaneously
one of its most appealing features and daunting traits . Because current AI approaches rely on
these machine-learning algorithms, inherent susceptibilities exist in addition to outside algorithm
manipulation (hacking) and the misappropriation of collected data.
The developing rate of technology and its application for world militaries will continue to result
in weaponry that is more efficient, lethal, and accessible. The First Committee feels that a lack of
action on LAWS could leave countless future human lives, non-civilian and civilian alike, to be
18
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decided by computer programming. Already, global defense forces are using AI in instances like
surveillance drones that observe civilians in militarized areas and cybersecurity teams that
prevent hostile online invaders from gaining control over vital military communications,
including early-warning defense systems that protect against nuclear threats.21
International and Regional Framework
At the 71st session of the United Nations General Assembly (GA) on 29 September 2016, the
Director of the United Nations Interregional Crime and Justice Research Institute (UNICRI), an
organization affiliated with the Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) that supports forming,
understanding, and implementing policies on crime prevention, announced the opening of the
first Centre on Artificial Intelligence and Robotics within the UN .22 The purpose of the Centre is
to improve international understanding of the risks and benefits of AI and improve coordination
and understanding among policy makers and government officials. Since 2017, the Centre has
published several reports to the GA and other international criminal justice organizations . One
such report highlighted a meeting between UNICRI and Interpol in July 2018 that addressed the
contribution AI makes to law enforcement, which notes that AI is “not a future possibility, but
rather a present reality.”23
AI is also being considered by other UN committees as a potentially viable solution to a number
of problems, both current and future. For example, the UN Economic and Social Council
(ECOSOC) and the Second Committee are considering how AI could aid sustainable
development projects.24 However, Article 11 of the Charter of the United Nations makes clear
the role of the First Committee with regards to AI. As AI has become more prevalent in the
technological world, so too has it become a pressing topic for the First Committee . With the
rapid development of Lethal Autonomous Weapons (LAWS), the mandate to regulate armaments
and call attention to situations likely to endanger international peace and security will likewise
soon apply to AI and LAWS alike.
Another organization concerned with AI inside the UN is the United Nations Institute for
Disarmament Research (UNIDIR). Beginning in 2013, the UNIDIR began a two-year, threephase research project aimed at addressing the Weaponization of Increasingly Autonomous
Technologies.25 Member States involved in this project include Canada, Germany, Ireland, the
Netherlands, and Switzerland, demonstrating the international community’s strong interest in the
future of autonomous weapons. Each phase of the UNIDIR also has a different focus: the first
21
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deals with implications for security and arms control; the second addresses competing narratives;
the third aims to promote practical understanding among policy makers of any potential
challenges. The UNIDIR has also released eight publications since 2014, all focused on different
aspects of the weaponization of increasingly autonomous technologies. The most recent publican
specifically addresses AI.
Role of the International System
As the primary body within the UN responsible for ensuring international peace, the First
Committee of the GA must take an active, preventative role in framing and guiding regulations
for weapons, technology, and weapons-technology whenever it poses a threat to international
security or potentially requires disarmament. Although AI has been shown to be a boon in a
number of legitimate, humanitarian ways, its viability for weaponization and mass destruction
requires that the First Committee consider the future of AI now, before it becomes a fully
functioning member of the modern battlefield.
Because of the rapid pace of technological advancement over the previous two decades, the
international community has seen an explosion of AI-related activity. In 2013, the States Parties
to the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) began discussions on “emerging
technologies in the area of lethal autonomous weapons systems” in an effort to get ahead of what
they saw as an inevitable union between AI and global militaries.26 These discussions would
continue until July 2017, when the Secretary-General’s Advisory Board on Disarmament Matters
recommended the GA commission UNIDIR to study the possible impact of AI on international
security. While the majority of agencies working on AI do so in the hopes of improving response
to disease outbreaks, energy monitoring, sustainable development, among other social concerns,
the responses from the Secretary-General are all due to unavoidable, but hopefully preventable,
risks AI presents in maturing autonomous systems .
The annual “AI for Good Global Summit” was first held in 2017, connecting AI developers with
public and/or private sector policy-makers. The 2018 Summit resulted in a UN-wide partnership
of different agencies purposed towards scaling-up AI solutions and fostering inter-agency
collaboration. According to a report following the 2018 Summit, the UN currently has at least
twenty-seven different agencies researching or utilizing AI in some way.27 Of those agencies, at
least seven are affiliated with the aims of the First Committee.
The Current Status on LAWS and AI
Several themes exist that are central to the relationship between artificial intelligence and
international security. One of these themes is concern over the functionality of LAWS.
Functionality includes the impending deployment of AI, the potential increase in reliance on AI,
and any associated accidents that are not uncommon among machines . These accidents include
things like coding and design errors that may cause the machine to malfunction. User-errors due
to insufficient training, poor interface design, and automation bias may also result in accidents.
26
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One of the most alarming potential functionality accidents involves concerns over hacking,
jamming, the misidentification of civilians as targets, and enemies using civilians as human
shields.28
Legitimately programmed algorithms are alleged to have been used in the influencing of foreign
elections. Critics suggest that eventually, mature AI will be used to enhance cyber-attacks and
even create and control cyberweapons.29 The aforementioned ability of AI to expand and adapt
autonomously makes the prospect of these potential cyberweapons (including LAWS), and the
First Committee’s charge to maintain international security, all the more pressing .
Conclusion
Of all the technological advancements of the previous two decades, LAWS have the highest
potential to fundamentally change the nature of international conflict. When everything from
security measures to social interactions are assisted by AI, it is only natural to assume that global
militaries will follow suit.
As the international community develops an increased reliance on AI, interactions on the
battlefield will be irrevocably altered – we may find conflicts increasing in frequency as the cost
of human life decreases. This will necessitate that military decisions be made faster as national
vulnerabilities are more rapidly exposed, causing security actors to function in a constant state of
high alert, permanently affecting international security. The mandate of the First Committee
requires that AI and LAWS be addressed, and potential issues quickly resolved.
Questions to Consider
1. What specific regulations could be implemented to reap the benefits of AI while curbing
potential conflict?
2. Looking at existing committees and organizations, how can the UN more efficiently
address AI problems as they arise?
3. How can your Member State contribute to the AI question?
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II.

Biological Weapon Non-Proliferation

“We need the UN to deal with the threats to our common security from nuclear, chemical and
biological weapons…They must be tackled by the international community together, by
strengthening conventions, treaties and agreements.”
― Anna Lindh, Swedish Minister for Foreign Affairs (1998-2003)

Introduction
Biological weaponry has a long history; the earliest recorded biological attacks date back to 1155
CE.30 Since then, various biological agents, including viruses, bacteria, and toxins, have been
used against individual and national enemies by countries hoping to gain an upper hand during
military conflicts. Examples include the Mongols catapulting plague-ridden bodies over city
walls, the Spanish selling leprosy-tainted wine to the French, and the British distributing blankets
contaminated with smallpox to Native Americans. 31
Over the last one hundred years, the diversity and lethality of biological agents has substantially
increased. In World War Two alone, the Japanese Imperial Army used biological weapons to
infect around 1000 water wells, rice fields, and roadways in Chinese cities, leading to more than
30,000 deaths (even after the war had ended).32 Additionally, it is not only state-sponsored
research programs that the international community must concern itself with; individuals and
non-governmental groups also have access to dangerous microorganisms, allowing opportunities
for extremist factions and cults to conduct attacks on local communities. 33
Following World War Two and decades of study into weaponized agents, world leaders quickly
realized that biological weapons could become “the poor man’s nuclear bomb” and sought to
outlaw completely their production and stockpiling. However, this would not be the first time the
international community attempted to solve the bio-weapons problem. In 1874, fifteen European
States met in Brussels to try and draft an international agreement concerning the laws and
customs of war.34 Article Thirteen of the Brussels Declaration contains some of the earliest
language in an international document outlawing certain behavior in warfare, including
“employment of poison or poisoned weapons.”35 Though the draft would ultimately not be
ratified, it was an important step in the movement towards codifying laws of war. Years later in
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1899, a convention held at the Hague would see the successful ban “of asphyxiating or
deleterious gases” and “poison or poisoned weapons.”36
Unfortunately, the use and development of biological weapons continues today, despite
numerous calls for bans and prohibitions on development. At the 73rd session of the First
Committee last October, delegates discussed how to effectively address continued threats and
ensure the destruction of remaining stockpiles. Many pointed out the disturbing chemical attacks
that have transpired in the Middle East. Representatives from Kazakhstan and Nepal both called
for better mechanisms to suppress the threat posed by biological weapons.37
International and Regional Framework
In 1972, the Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) would be opened for signing by the
international community. Three years later in 1975, it would become the first multilateral
disarmament treaty banning an entire category of weapons of mass destruction. The BWC is
sponsored by 182 Member States (including Palestine) and has five signatories. Specifically, the
BWC bans the development, stockpiling, acquisition, retention, and production of biological
agents and toxins that have “no justification for…peaceful purposes.” Likewise, the Convention
bans any weapons, equipment, or vehicles “designed to use such agents or toxins for hostile
purposes in armed conflict,” as well as the transfer of or assistance with acquiring anything
previously described. 38 Though the BWC does not explicitly ban the use of these biological
weapons, it does reaffirm the 1925 Geneva Protocol, which prohibits the use of chemical and
biological weapons in war.
After the initial 1972 meeting, Review Conferences of the BWC would be held every few years
to evaluate progress, updates, establish new bodies of experts, and make recommendations to the
GA. The Second Review Conference was held a decade later, where Member States agreed to
implement new confidence-building measures. These measures were designed to reduce
ambiguities, doubts, and suspicions in order to improve international cooperation regarding
biological weapons non-proliferation. A Third Review Conference, held in 1991, would expand
on these measures.39
The most recent meeting was at the Eighth Review Conference held in 2016. By its end, States
Parties submitted eighty-three working papers covering topics like new developments in science
and technology, codes of conduct for biological scientists, and the Geneva Protocol.40 However,
where hopes had been high prior to the start of the Conference, by the end the general feeling
among many States Parties was one of disappointment and frustration.
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Role of the International System
Because of its concern with disarmament, the First Committee is responsible for regulating the
future of biological weapons. However, a number of other agencies, like the United Nations
Office for Disarmament Affairs (UNODA), are designed to help address the biological weapons
problem.
The Special Sessions of the General Assembly devoted to Disarmament (SSOD) are unique
meetings of the GA, only called when occasion may require. There have only been three SSOD’s
in the history of the UN: SSOD-I in 1978, SSOD-II 1982, and SSOD-III 1988. Of these, SSOD-I
was the only Session to produce a final document, though the other sessions were able to make
successful recommendations to the GA. The final document of SSOD-I also led to the
establishment of other disarmament organizations that persist today.
UNODA was originally established in 1982 on the recommendation of the GA’s SSOD-II. It
supports the ultimate goal of general and complete disarmament under effective international
control; weapons of mass destruction, which biological weapons are classified as, are of primary
concern due to their destructive power and threat posed to humanity. Additionally, the Office
also addresses the humanitarian impact of weapons technologies, highlighting the increased
attention these issues has received from the international community. One of UNODA’s roles is
to provide support for norm-setting in the area of disarmament through the work of the First
Committee, the Disarmament Commission (UNDC), and the Conference on Disarmament
(CD).41
The UNDC that functions today was established by SSOD-I in June 1978 as a successor to the
original Disarmament Commission created in 1952. It is a subsidiary organ of the GA mandated
to consider and make recommendations on various disarmament-related issues. The Commission
also follows up on relevant decisions and recommendations of the special sessions. The body of
the Commission consists of all Member States and holds yearly sessions to discuss disarmamentrelated questions.
The Conference on Disarmament (CD) was also recognized by the First SSOD in 1978; it was to
be the single multilateral disarmament negotiating forum of the international community,
succeeding other organizations like the Ten-Nation Committee on Disarmament, the EighteenNation Committee on Disarmament, and the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament.
While is session, the CD discusses any multilateral arms control or disarmament concern. The
CD submits annual reports to the GA that are used to negotiate major arms limitation
agreements, such as the Production and Stockpiling of bacteriological (Biological) and Toxin
Weapons and on their Destruction. Currently, one of the CD’s primary concerns is new types of
weapons of mass destruction and new systems of such weapons (including biological and
chemical weapons).
Implementing Existing Biological Weapons Frameworks
The 1972 BWC banned the development, stockpiling, transfer, and use of biological weapons.
However, it did not include any formal measures to ensure compliance by Member States.
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Lacking an enforcement mechanism, the effectiveness of the BWC has since been undermined
and rendered incapable of preventing systematic violations over the last four decades. The 1972
BWC also lacks a formal inspection regime to monitor violations of the Convention. These two
missing aspects of the BWC led to an increase in countries pursuing biological weapons, with the
total number going from five to twelve over from 1972 to 1997. In an effort to increase
transparency and deter violations of the BWC, Member States held another Convention in 1994
to negotiate a more legally binding protocol.
At the Sixth Review Conference of the BWC held in 2007, it was decided that an
Implementation Support Unit (ISU) was needed to assist the Convention within the United
Nations Office at Geneva, a branch of UNODA. This ISU would be renewed by the Seventh and
Eighth Review Conferences, prolonging the ISU’s mandate through 2021. The ISU provides
administrative support, support for implementation at the national level, and support for
Confidence-Building Measures and obtaining universality. To this end, the ISU assists the Chair
of the review conference and States Parties, conducts outreach with signatories and states not
party to the BWC, maintains details of progress towards universality, and reports on any progress
to the Meeting of States Parties.
Problems such as accountability, enforcement, and monitoring still require permanent solutions.
Biological weapons are unique – where chemical weapons must be produced in multi-ton
quantities, only fractional amounts of biological agents are needed to be militarily significant.
Likewise, biological toxins and pathogens have a number of peaceful or defensive applications,
making an outright prohibition more difficult than their nuclear counterparts. Because of this and
other dual-use dilemmas, the BWC Protocol was not designed to be capable of detecting
violations with a level of confidence comparable to that of verification systems for treaties
controlling nuclear or chemical arms.
Conclusion
Since the earliest wars of the modern era, biological weapons have been a prevalent topic for
policy-makers and military strategists. Their effectiveness on the battlefield led to a massive
proliferation in the early-20th century, warranting the attention of international leaders and
peacekeepers. Since the inception of international organizations like the UN, the containment
and control of biological arms has been a constant source of discussion and debate.
If biological weapons continue to exist in the modern day, they pose a threat not only to the
region of conflict, but the entire world population. The contagious and lethal nature of these
agents make biological weapons both unpredictable and the responsibility of the international
community and the First Committee. Thus, the total non-proliferation of biological weapons is
one of the most important topics the Committee can address.
Questions to Consider
1. What legitimate deterrents will help the discontinuation of the use of biological weapons
on the battlefield?
2. What is my Member State’s history with biological weapons?
3. How would a total proliferation of biological weapons benefit the international
community, my continental region, and my domestic affairs?
4. What strategies or organizations does the UN potentially lack to accomplish this goal?
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