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DIRECTORS’	REMARKS	

Dear	delegates,	

It	is	not	an	understatement	that	economic,	social	and	environmental	development	together	make	

up	major	 three	 prerequisites	 to	 attain	 global	 peace.	 In	 the	 search	 of	 alleviating	 impoverished	

human	 conditions	 and	 address	 environmental	 degradation,	 synergic	 collaborations	 between	

different	stakeholders	are	imperative	to	ensure	that	adequate	hard	and	soft	infrastructures	are	

intact.	Loopholes	in	the	past	efforts	and	frameworks	continuously	hinder	our	efforts	in	lifting	up	

the	 quality	 of	 our	 wellbeing,	 hence	 why,	 presenting	 some	 barriers	 to	 the	 realization	 of	 the	

Sustainable	Development	Goals	2030.	In	this	respects,	the	role	of	the	Economic	and	Social	Council	

(ECOSOC)	 is	 crucial	 to	 foster	 dialogues	 aimed	 at	 addressing	 the	 root	 causes	 of	 the	 problems	

through	multidimensional	aspects	of	sustainable	development.	

		

AUCMUN	2019	strives	to	push	each	individual	delegate	to	collaborate	in	finding	the	cures	to	our	

contemporary	problems	 in	 development	 and	 environmental	 degradation.	We	will	 discuss	 two	

pressing	issues	 in	the	history	of	mankind,	namely	the	disruption	of	the	global	economy	due	to	

China’s	Belt	 and	Road	 Initiative	 and	 the	unbreakable	 ties	 between	 food	 industries	 and	plastic	

pollutions.	Delegates,	AUCMUN	2019	welcomes	you	to	seek	for	innovative,	creative	and	feasible	

resolutions	to	address	some	stalemates	in	the	past	negotiated	agreements	related	to	the	issue.	

		

		

Sincerely,	

Kevin	Iskandar	Putra	and	Anahi	Corrales	

Chairs	of	the	Economic	and	Social	Council	|	AUCMUN	2019	
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INTRODUCTION	TO	THE	COMMITTEE	

Being	at	the	heart	of	the	United	Nations,		the	Economic	and	Social	Council	takes	the	wheel	

in	ensuring	economic,	social,	cultural	and	health	matters	as	well	as	human	rights	and	fundamental	

freedoms	 in	 many	 parts	 of	 the	 globe.	 As	 the	 principal	 body	 of	 the	 UN,	 ECOSOC,	 through	 its	

meetings	is	taking	the	leap	forwards	of	the	global	goal	of	Sustainable	Development	Goal	2030.	In	

respect	 to	 the	 GA	 Resolution	 61/16,	 the	 ECOSOC	 holds	 firm	 the	 mandate	 to	 coordinate	 the	

activities	 of	 UN	 system	 and	 its	 specialized	 agencies;	 supervise	 the	 subsidiary	 bodies	 in	 the	

economic,	social,	environmental	and	related	fields;	provide	overall	guidance	and	coordination	to	

UN	development	system;	promote	a	coordinated	follow-up	to	the	outcomes	of	major	international	

conferences	and	summits	in	economic,	social,	and	environmental	and	related	fields	(UN	General	

Assembly,	2007).	In	its	work,	the	ECOSOC	holds	to	the	principles	of	inclusiveness,	effectiveness	

and	transparency	to	generate	a	neutral	working	program.	

As	regulated	in	Chapter	X	of	the	UN	Charter	Article	61,	the	members	of	the	ECOSOC	are	54,	

with	every	member	being	selected	to	represent	their	geographical	area	for	a	three-year	term,	and	

every	member	has	 the	 right	 to	one	vote	 (UN	General	Assembly,	2006).	The	General	Assembly	

holds	an	annual	election	for	18	out	of	54	ECOSOC	members,	with	the	proportion	of	18	African	

states,	13	Asian	states,	8	East	European	states,	13	Latin	American	and	Caribbean	states,	and	13	

West	 European	 states	 and	 others	 (UN	 General	 Assembly,	 2006).	 With	 its	 agencies	 and	

commissions	 -	 of	which	 every	 agency	 and	 commission	 has	 its	 own	mandate	 -	 ECOSOC	works	

across	cases	with	the	details	as	follows	(UN,	2019).		

	

1.	 ECOSOC	Functional	Committees	

Statistical	Commission	 Commission	 on	 the	 Status	 of	

Women	

Commission	 on	 Science	 and	

Technology	for	Development	

Commission	 on	

Population	 and	

Development	

Commission	on	Narcotic	Drugs	 United	Nations	Forum	on	Forests	

Commission	 for	 Social	

Development	

Commission	 on	 Crime	

Prevention	and	Criminal	Justice	
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2.	ECOSOC	Regional	Committees	

Economic	 Commission	

for	Africa	

Economic	Commission	for	Latin	

America	and	the	Caribbean	

Economic	 Commission	 for	

Europe	

Economic	 Commission	

for	Asia	and	the	Pacific	

Economic	 Commission	 for	

Western	Asia	

	

3.	ECOSOC	Standing	Committees	

Committee	 for	 Program	

and	Coordination	

Committee	 of	 Non-

Governmental	Organization	

Committee	on	Negotiations	with	

Intergovernmental	Agencies	

		

As	 shown	 in	 the	 tables,	 the	 committees	 and	 agencies	 have	 tens	 of	 thousands	 of	

stakeholders	 from	 different	 backgrounds	 policymakers,	 parliamentarians,	 academics,	 major	

groups,	 foundations,	 business	 representatives,	 and	 more	 than	 3,200	 non-governmental	

organizations	involved	(UN,	2019).	A	case-specific	discussion	is	placed	as	the	method	to	conduct	

the	 discussion	with	 these	 actors	 to	make	 sure	 that	 the	 specificity	 of	 each	 problem	would	 be	

addressed	accordingly,	and	to	prevent	generalization.	For	instance,	an	annual	theme	is	always	set	

to	 discuss	 issues	 corresponding	 to	 sustainable	 development.	 There	 is	 a	 four-week	meeting	 in	

every	July	by	ECOSOC,	herein	referred	to	as	the	main	plenary	event	of	ECOSOC	(UN,	2019).	As	

complementary	 meetings,	 ECOSOC	 conducts	 an	 annual	 meeting	 with	 other	 important	

international	organizations	such	as	the	International	Monetary	Fund	(IMF)	and	the	World	Bank	

in	July.	

		

The	procedure	followed	by	the	ECOSOC	is	quite	simple.	The	Economic	and	Social	Council	

may	set	up	commissions	in	economic,	humanitarian	and	social	fields,	may	invite	any	Member	of	

the	United	Nations	to	participate,	without	the	right	of	vote,	in	its	debates	and	discussions,	if	the	

topic	under	discussion	 is	directly	 related	or	relevant	 to	 that	Member	of	 the	UN	or	 its	national	

interests	(UN,	1992).	Other	parties	that	may	participate	in	its	deliberations	without	the	right	to	

vote	 include	 representatives	 of	 specialized	 agencies	 (UN,	 1992).	 Those	 representatives	 may	
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participate	 in	 the	ECOSOC	debates	or	 the	established	commissions’	debates	and	vice-versa,	 its	

representatives	can	participate	in	the	deliberations	of	the	specialized	agencies	(UN,	1992).	Lastly,	

the	Economic	and	Social	Council	has	the	power	to	arrange	for	non-governmental	organizations,	

international	organizations	or	even	national	ones	to	attend	in	order	to	provide	their	consultation.	
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TOPIC	A:	THE	CONSEQUENCES	OF	CHINA’S	BELT	AND	ROAD	INITIATIVE	FOR	
THE	GLOBAL	ECONOMY		

HISTORICAL	OVERVIEWS	

	

CSIS:	Reconnecting	Asia.	‘China’s	Vision’		

The	Belt	and	Road	Initiative	(BRI)	or	“yi	dai	yi	lu”	(One	(continental)	Belt,	one	(maritime)	

Road)	extends	from	China	to	beyond	Africa,	Western	Hemisphere,	the	Arctic,	the	South	Pacific.	In	

times	 when	 the	 global	 economy	 is	 faced	 with	 many	 uncertainties	 to	 stability,	 the	 Chinese	

President	Xi	Jinping	takes	a	radical	 foreign	policy	behavior	compared	to	his	predecessor,	Deng	

Xiaoping	who	used	to	stick	with	his	jargon	“hide	our	capabilities	and	bide	our	time,	never	take	the	

lead”	(Xi	Jinping,	2013).	Introduced	by	Xi	Jinping	during	his	visits	to	Kazakhstan	and	Indonesia	in	

2013	(Zhang,	2018),	the	BRI	aims	to	rejuvenate	Beijing’s	past	glory	of	the	ancient	Silk	Road	Spirit	

that	 encompassed	 Changan	 to	 Central	 Asia	 and	 Persia	 in	 the	 200	 BC	 in	 the	 Han	 Dynasty	 by	

investing	billions	of	dollars	for	infrastructure	building	in	Eurasia.	Xi	Jinping’s	foreign	policy	carries	

his	predecessor’s	 legacy	 -	one	that	resembles	President	Hu	Jintao’s	concern	of	pursuing	global	

development	 partnership	 focusing	 on	 equitable	 and	 balanced	 outcome:	 ‘boost	 the	 common	

interests	of	mankind’	(Hillman,	2018).	As	a	response	to	the	slow	economic	recovery	following	the	

2008	Financial	Crisis,	 growing	 inequality	 in	development,	 and	a	more	 in-ward	 looking	 foreign	

policy	by	the	Western	countries,	the	BRI	is	expected	to	bring	the	prosperity	to	the	community	of	

‘shared	destiny’	(China	Daily,	2017).	

China	has	often	been	called	a	key	regional	integrator	for	its	global	and	regional	production	

networks.	It	exports	more	than	50%	of	processing	trade	–	raw	materials,	parts	of	components,	

technology	and	equipment	and	financial	and	economic	services	(Wong,	2013).	In	the	aftermath	of	

its	economic	liberalization	in	1978,	China	introduced	special	economic	zones	in	Guangdong	and	

Fujian,	supported	with	commercial	hub	of	Hong	Kong	and	Taiwan	as	the	base	of	manufacturing	
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activity.	Later	in	1990,	the	“Going	Out”	strategy	was	introduced,	which	continuously	gives	rise	to	

outward	foreign	direct	investments	(Abeliansky	&	Zarzoso,	2018).	In	2016,	as	much	as	183	billion	

USD	outward	Foreign	Direct	Investments	(FDI)	exceeded	its	inward	FDI	which	only	accounted	for	

134	billion	USD	(Wei,	2017).	For	the	global	economy,	China	has	become	a	major	source	of	FDI;	the	

BRI	is	another	manifestation	of	China’s	“Going	Out”	strategy	in	the	21st	century.	

According	 to	 the	 Chinese	Ministry	 of	 Commerce,	 BRI	 has	 the	 objectives	 to	 coordinate	

policies	 between	 the	participating	 countries,	 connecting	 facilities,	 reducing	 trade	barriers	 and	

distortions,	 integrating	 the	 financial	 economy	 of	 the	 participating	 countries,	 and	 enhancing	

people-to-people	 connectivity	 that	 encompasses	 all	 sectors	 (Kunaka,	 2018).	 The	 funding	

mechanisms	 of	 BRI	 come	 from	 the	 Asian	 Infrastructure	 Investment	 Bank	 (AIIB),	 BRICS	 New	

Development	Bank,	China-ASEAN	Interbank	Association	and	SCO	Interbank	Association,	the	Silk	

Road	Fund	and	sovereign	wealth	 funds.	The	massive	roles	of	China’s	State-Owned	Enterprises	

(SOEs)	accelerate	this	project	of	the	century,	supporting	the	Chinese	investments	that	have	been	

approaching	to	$1	trillion	-	seven	times	bigger	than	the	US	Marshall	Plan	(Ang,	2018).	The	modern	

BRI	consists	of	 two	 forms	of	 trading	routes,	 the	Silk	Road	Economic	Belt	and	 the	21st	Century	

Maritime	Silk	Road	Initiative	(MSRI)	with	six	land	corridors.	The	six	economic	corridors	of	the	BRI	

include:	1)	New	Eurasia	Land	Bridge;	2)	China,	Mongolia,	Russia	Economic	Corridor;	3)	China,	

Central	Asia,	West	Asia	Economic	Corridor;	4)	China	Indochina	Peninsula	Economic	Corridor;	5)	

China,	Pakistan	Economic	Corridor;	and	6)	China,	Bangladesh,	India,	Myanmar	Economic	Corridor.	

The	One	Belt	(OB)	consists	of	two	major	routes	namely	the	North	Line	(Beijing	–	Russia	–	Germany	

–	Scandinavian	countries),	whereas	the	Middle	Line	(Beijing	–	Urumqi	–	Afghanistan	–	Kazakhstan	

–	Hungary	–	Paris	–	London	–	Hamburg	or	Lisbon)	(HKTDC	Research,	2018).	
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HKTDC	Research.	‘The	Belt	and	Road	Initiative’.	

DISCUSSION	OF	THE	TOPIC	

There	 have	 been	 four	 projects	 reported	 commencing	 under	 the	 Asian	 Infrastructure	

Development	Bank	(AIIB)	whose	other	financial	contributors	include	the	World	Bank	and	the	Asia	

Development	Bank	(ADB)	(IC&Partnets	Asia,	2017).	Countries	such	as	Japan	and	the	United	States	

are	not	yet	keen	to	join	the	BRI	despite	progress	and	continuity	of	the	BRI	in	reaching	out	Western	

allies	such	as	Germany,	Australia,	the	United	Kingdom	and	international	organizations	such	as	the	

United	 Nations.	 Two	 separate	 memorandums	 of	 understanding	 were	 signed	 in	 different	

occasions:	 in	April	2016,	the	United	Nations	Economic	and	Social	Commission	for	Asia	and	the	

Pacific	(UNESCAP)	on	a	summit	addressing	the	BRI	and	in	2015,	where	China	and	the	European	

Union	 set	 the	 stone	 for	 the	BRI	 cooperation	 (Vojinovic,	 2018).	Meanwhile,	 lingering	 concerns	

related	to	the	geopolitical	power-play	still	exist,	such	as	that	of	India	and	Pakistan-	hence	why,	

India	stays	out	from	the	initiative,	claiming	it	as	“the	Chinese	project	of,	by	and	for	China”	(Pahari,	

2018).	

From	the	commencement	of	the	vision,	the	BRI	is	now	more	structured	and	changing	with	

some	adjustment	going	forward,	this	makes	it	more	appealing	to	the	market.	 In	The	vision	and	

actions	on	 Jointly	Building	Silk	Road	Economic	Belt	and	21st-century	Maritime	Silk	Road	 (2015),	
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principles	reflected	by	the	projects	are	in	line	with	the	UN	Charter,	the	Five	Principles	of	Peaceful	

Coexistence,	 indicating	the	spirit	of	win-win	cooperation	and	equal	partnership	(NDRC,	2015).	

The	 BRI	 has	 reached	 65	 countries,	 29	 percent	 of	 the	world’s	 GDP,	 connecting	 as	many	 as	 60	

percent	of	the	people	on	the	planet	(The	World	Bank,	2015).	The	1	trillion	USD	initiative	that	China	

is	building	intends	to	benefit	the	improving	its	trading	partners	that	gave	benefits	of	40	percent	

excess	of	China	trade-to-GDP	ratio	in	2013,	by	connecting	commerce	and	catalyzing	the	exchange	

of	communication.	In	addition,	due	to	the	connectivity	resulted	from	the	project,	strategic	markets	

and	cities	in	the	world	are	created	by	the	transportation	network	building.	

	

	

Picture	3.	The	Gradual	Return	of	China’s	Historical	Position	as	 the	Region’s	Gravity	by	
Wong	2013.		

	

The	 BRI	 brings	 three	 important	 nonfinancial	 international	 economic	 arterials	 that	

encompass	aspects	such	as	aid,	trade	and	investment.	There	are	some	economic	reasons	why	the	

Chinese	government	is	very	eager	in	developing	their	BRI	project.	The	BRI	showcases	an	attempt	

to	 diversify	 investments	 that	 would	 benefit	 China’s	 foreign	 exchange	 reserves.	 According	 to	

Trading	Economics,	China’s	foreign	exchange	reserves	are	worth	3.125	trillion	USD	in	May	2018	

and	forecasted	to	be	on	the	same	level	until	August	 this	year.	With	the	commencement	of	 this	

project,	Beijing	hopes	to	enhance	its	outreach	through	outward	FDI	of	its	State-Owned	Enterprises	

(SOEs)	and	non-state	firms	(Arduino	&	Gong,	2018).	The	Chinese	overseas	direct	investment	from	

mergers	and	acquisitions	target	destinations	with	the	most	abundant	resources	for	production	

such	 as	 Central	 and	 West	 Asia,	 together	 with	 Western	 Europe	 and	 Russia	 (Arcesati,	 2018).	

Tajikistan	and	Kazakhstan	are	to	be	developed	for	agribusinesses	and	industrial	parks,	while	As	a	
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part	of	the	plan,	the	BRI	also	offers	aids	to	countries	with	less	access	to	the	investments,	primarily	

in	Africa,	and	helps	them	develop	business	and	trade.	

Through	its	State-Owned	Enterprises	taking	the	wheel,	the	BRI	would	help	fill	the	gap	in	

financing	infrastructure	development.	For	instance,	as	much	as	2.9	–	6.3	trillion	USD	is	required	

annually	to	support	the	establishment	of	such	infrastructures,	with	an	accumulative	investment	

gap	 of	 between	 5.2	 trillion	 until	 2030	 according	 to	McKinsey’s	 report	 in	 2016.	 Asia’s	 biggest	

infrastructure	gaps	exist	in	sectors	such	as	power,	followed	by	transport,	telecommunications	and	

water	and	sanitation	sectors	(ADB,	2017).	According	to	the	Asian	Development	Bank	in	its	2017	

report,	 the	 regions	 that	 require	massive	 funding	 include	 the	Pacific	 (9.1%),	 South	 (8.8%)	 and	

Central	 Asia	 (7.8%)	 (ABD,	 2017).	 China	 aims	 to	maintain	 and	 preserve	 regional	 stability	 and	

development	 by	 improving	 the	 regional	 economy	 through	 an	 increased	 connectivity	 and	

investments	(Legarda,	2018).	The	new	Silk	Road	is	claimed	as	a	“great	strategic	thinking”	(hongda	

zhanlue	gousi)	so	that	the	eagle	can	fly	higher	and	farther	(Ye,	2015).	

The	BRI	neither	a	free	trade	agreements,	nor	WTO	or	the	TPP	contender.	Nonetheless,	the	

leverage	that	China	has	in	endorsing	the	initiative	presents	the	world	with	a	promising	alternative	

to	the	disruption	and	turbulence	to	the	global	trade	and	investment.	It	is	expected	that	from	the	

improvement	of	inadequate	infrastructures	intended	to	reduce	impeded	trade,	many	countries,	

including	 but	 not	 limited	 the	 BRI	 participants	 and	 non-participants,	would	 gain	 a	 plethora	 of	

benefits.	For	instance,	the	United	States	would	be	able	to	experience	a	surge	in	demand	for	its	own	

exports	and	high-end	construction	equipment,	besides	financial	and	other	services	(Wei,	2017).	

Global	 productivity	 would	 also	 be	 fostered	 by	 the	 BRI	 as	 it	 reduces	 trade	 distortions	 and	

bottlenecks,	with	a	consequential	lowering	down	of	production	costs.	In	addition	to	that,	the	BRI	

would	benefit	China	in	the	long-run	as	well	by	providing	a	channel	for	its	excessive	production	

capacity	 in	 industrial	 products	 in	 the	 short-term	 (Hart-Landsberg,	 2018).	 The	 BRI	 would	

accelerate	 the	 industrial	 layout,	 creating	new	 industrial	 chains,	 value	 chains	as	well	 as	 supply	

chains.	The	physical	connectivity	between	ports	and	strategic	channels	of	trade	also	accelerates	

the	 transportation	of	goods	and	services	and	reduces	 inefficiency	 in	 terms	of	 time	and	money	

(Xinhua	Silk	Road	Department,	2018).	For	instance,	landlocked	countries	like	Laos,	would	become	

a	land-linked	country	with	the	help	of	BRI.	

Despite	the	global	ambition	behind	the	BRI,	there	is	a	domestic	economic	rationale	behind	

it.	The	BRI	would	help	address	the	 inequality	between	the	West	and	the	East	regions	 in	China	

using	 its	 state-directed	 investments:	 State-Owned	Enterprises	 (SOEs)	 in	places	 such	as	Gansu,	

Tibet,	 and	 Xinjiang	 are	 flourishing,	 but	 this	Western	 part	 of	 China	 could	 not	 robustly	 attract	

private	companies	for	doing	business	(Du	&	Zhang,	2018).	China	aims	to	be	a	prosperous	society	
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and	 a	 strong	 manufacturing	 power	 by	 2025	 (Kania,	 2019).	 In	 2017	 alone,	 China’s	 economic	

growth	rate	made	a	breakthrough	of	hitting	6.9	percent	despite	its	steep	decline	in	2018.	

As	 the	BRI	 covers	 countries	whose	accumulated	GDP	 is	equivalent	 to	 	one-third	of	 the	

global	GDP	 (Du	et.	 al,	 2018),	 any	 economic	 activities	under	 this	 initiative	would	 carry	 several	

important	consequences.	For	instance,	the	World	Trade	Organization	(WTO)	and	the	Organization	

for	Economic	Cooperation	and	Development	(OECD),	along	with	other	Multilateral	Development	

Banks	(MDBs),	stipulated	their	concerns	about	the	sustainability	of	the	economic	growth	planned	

by	the	BRI;	the	balanced	economic	growth	of	its	members;	the	upgrade	of	industry;	and	green-

infrastructure	project	constructions	(Du	et.	al,	2018).	Trade	and	investment	should	be	prioritized	

if	the	BRI	countries	want	to	enjoy	the	significant	economic	growth	rate.	China	is	spearheading	the	

establishment	 of	 projects	 under	 the	 BRI	 that	 tackle	 the	 issue	 of	 energy,	 resources	 and	 food	

security	 for	 itself	 with	 the	 aim	 to	 strategize	 how	 to	 facilitate	 trade	 and	 investment	 with	 its	

countries	in	their	geographical	proximity.	In	order	to	boost	the	cooperation	and	ease	trade,	a	new	

arrangement	 should	be	developed	which	encompasses	 free	 trade	zones,	 financial	 cooperation,	

mapping	 a	 new	 route	 for	 accessing	 natural	 resources	 to	 sell	 it	 as	 a	 new	 commodity,	 and	 the	

bolstering	of	the	efforts	to	create	a	well-paved	transport	infrastructure	in	the	BRI	corridors.	Major	

routes	and	major	ports	of	entry	should	be	interlinked	better	through	transport	channels	in	air,	

land	and	sea	(Kukana,	2018).	

Geographical	locations	and	the	current	access	to	the	world	market	determine	whether	the	

effects	to	the	participating	countries	would	be	beneficial.	The	six	land	corridors	in	the	Belt	and	

Road	Initiative	market	will	sooner	or	 later	undergo	a	drastic	change	 in	 their	 trading	channels,	

whose	effects	could	become	paramount	to	trade	diversion	and	a	redefinition	of	the	global	value	

chain.	 Key	 aspects	 such	 as	 productivity,	 competition,	market	 opportunities	 and	 transport	 and	

logistics	costs	are	highlighted	by	the	World	Bank	as	the	being	most	likely	to	be	affected	by	the	

projects	 (Kukana,	 2018).	 The	 enhanced	 connectivity	 from	 the	BRI	would	 also	 create	 spillover	

effects	to	the	market	opportunities	and	trade	in	European	Union,	ASEAN,	Central	and	West	Asian	

Community,	 South	 Asian	 and	 North	 Asian	 Community.	 Markets	 that	 are	 in	 the	 center	 of	 BRI	

projects	connected	to	Kunming,	Qujing,	Xian,	Baotou	should	reconfigure	the	strategy	to	create	a	

value-added	project.	Nonetheless,	as	mentioned	by	the	OECD	in	2018,	the	existing	1,843	global	

free	trade	areas	in	the	world	are	prevented	from	having	the	best	opportunity	to	sustain	growth,	

as	 fake	 and	 pirated	 goods	 exports	 contribute	 to	 the	 degradation	 of	 the	 conducive	 business	

environment	(Kukana,	2018).	Efforts	should	be	made	to	address	this	issue	so	that	trade	in	goods	

and	services	adheres	to	the	WTO	rules	with	the	reference	to	promote	fair	trade.	External	funding	

to	help	countries	build	infrastructures	would	not	come	easy	when	countries	participating	in	the	

BRI	 do	 not	 jointly	 contribute	 to	 promoting	 the	 investment-conducive	 environment.	 Several	



	 13	

structural	 reforms	 are	 also	 required	 to	 increase	 the	 transparency	 and	 predictability	 of	 the	

projects.	

Another	challenge	exists	as	to	whether	the	BRI	is	a	genuine	developmental	assistance,	or	

whether	 if	 the	opportunity	changes,	Beijing	will	 take	benefit	of	 it.	With	4	 trillion	dollars	 in	 its	

foreign	 exchange	 reserves	 in	 2013,	 China	was	 very	 optimistic	 to	 promote	 the	 initiative	 to	 its	

neighboring	 countries	 with	 many	 of	 its	 private	 Chinese	 firms	 backing	 up	 (Brashder,	 2017).	

However,	 some	 observers	 question	 the	 sustainability	 and	 success	 of	 the	 projects	 as	 Chinese	

foreign	exchange	reserves	reaches	3.09	trillion	USD,	besides	its	slowing	steep	growth	rate	that	hit	

6.6	percent	in	2018-	the	slowest	since	1990	(Johnson,	2018).	China,	despite	is	massive	GDP	per	

capita	and	foreign	exchange	reserves	is	still	a	middle-income	country	with	the	‘poverty	trap’	that	

still	 characterizes	 its	 economy.	 With	 the	 domestic	 economic	 situation,	 the	 BRI	 may	 sound	

counterintuitive	to	the	agenda	of	alleviating	poverty	in	the	world.	The	limited	internalization	of	

the	 Chinese	 Renminbi	 (RMB)	 is	 an	 anomaly	 in	 the	 history	 of	 monetary	 considering	 China’s	

economic	power.	RMB	is	not	floating	and	cannot	be	said	to	be	freely	convertible.	The	Chinese	SOEs	

have	are	key	drivers	 to	push	 the	agenda	 to	 internationalize	China’s	using	 its	huge	stockpile	of	

reserves.	

Growing	fears	and	skepticisms	on	the	projects	have	been	floating	around	ranging	from	the	

‘debt	trap	diplomacy’	of	the	Chinese	government’s	loans,	the	militarization	of	some	strategic	ports	

(Hambantota,	Gwadar,	Maldives,	and	Kyaukphyu),	the	effects	to	the	diminishing	rule	of	law	due	

to	bribery,	corruption	and	back-door-deals,	social	and	environmental	 issues	pertaining	to	 land	

grab	 and	 forcible	 allocation	of	 people,	 carbon	 emission	 and	unbalanced	 ecosystem	 (Dasgupta,	

2019).	Numerous	cases	regarding	the	mismanagement	of	the	BRI	deals	jeopardize	the	reputation	

of	China	pertaining	to	its	strategic	interests,	which	is	to	acquire	power	over	certain	ports	(Zhong,	

2016).	 Strategic	 enmity	 also	 exists	 between	China	 and	other	 great	 players	 such	 as	 the	United	

States.	 In	 the	Malacca	 Strait,	 in	which	 China	 uses	 the	 route	 for	 international	 shipping,	 the	US	

military	presence	also	creates	frictions	and	poses	a	hindrance	in	passing	the	route	(Zhong,	2016).	

The	similar	situations	are	also	present	in	China’s	partnership	with	other	BRI	countries,	including	

Sri	Lanka,	Myanmar	and	others.	

Hambantota	port	is	in	a	small	fishing	town	in	the	country.	Chinese	financing	seized	the	

opportunity	to	transform	it	into	a	major	shipping	hub.	China	seized	the	port	for	a	99-year	lease	

for	operation	-	similar	to	the	British	Empire’s	rule	over	Hong	Kong	in	the	past	-	as	a	consequence	

of	Sri	Lankan	government	being	the	domestic	 fiscal	constraints	and	the	accumulation	of	debts.	

Chinese	initial	loans	to	Hambantota	port	began	with	$307	million	and	6.3	percent	interest	rate	-	

which	 is	controversially	higher	 than	 the	usual	2	or	3	percent	of	other	multilateral	banks.	As	a	
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consequence,	Sri	Lanka	had	to	sell	their	sovereignty	over	to	China	Merchants	Port	Holding	to	get	

USD	1.1	billion	debt	relief,	otherwise,	the	project	would	come	to	a	standstill.	In	the	aftermath	of	

the	 turnover	of	 the	ownership	of	Hambantota	Port,	questions	 regarding	whether	China	would	

install	its	military	vessels	come	around	from	the	Sri	Lankan	highest-ranking	military	officer.	In	

the	case	of	Hambantota	port,	China’s	loans	do	not	catalyze	the	development	of	the	port	but	rather,	

causing	a	debt	trap	to	Sri	Lanka,	thus,	called	‘the	Sri	Lankan	Fever’.	China’s	BRI	paves	the	country’s	

way	for	military	build-up.	To	note,	76	ports	and	terminals	in	34	countries	are	now	run	by	Chinese	

SOEs.	Meanwhile,	Chinese	naval	vessels	were	also	deployed	to	visit	countries	of	Greece,	Pakistan	

and	Sri	Lanka	of	which	China	 invests	 their	ports	 in.	Hambantota	Port	 is	one	of	 the	other	 four	

Chinese	controlled	port	in	the	area	after	Gwadar,	Maldives,	Hambantota	and	Kyaukphyu.	Concerns	

regarding	the	militarization	of	the	area	have	been	stipulated	by	the	US,	India	and	other	countries	

in	ASEAN.	

In	smaller	countries	like	Myanmar,	China’s	control	over	port	and	storage	facilities	comes	

at	hand	due	to	the	strong	ties	between	the	country	and	the	government	or	private	companies.	The	

nature	of	government,	which	arguably	is	far	from	being	democratic,	gives	more	rooms	for	corrupt	

business	to	take	place.	Practices	such	as	grabbing	the	community’s	 land,	giving	non-negotiable	

compensation,	followed	by	imprisonments	of	people	demanding	for	justice	happen	frequently	in	

Myanmar	 (Reuters,	 2018).	 Another	 problem,	 that	 of	 pollution	 is	 also	 not	 addressed	 in	 the	

aftermath	of	China’s	owning	of	the	Kyaukphyu	Port,	projected	to	handle	4.9	million	Twenty-Foot	

Equivalent	Unit	(TEU)	containers	annually.	The	Kyaukphyu	corridor	gives	China	the	route	for	oil	

and	gas	to	its	Southern	and	Western	Provinces,	as	well	as	connecting	them	with	Southeast	Asia.	It	

eases	the	route	for	maritime	trade,	which	used	to	be	problematic	in	the	Malacca	Strait.	This	so-

called	Two-Ocean	Strategy	would	help	supply	China’s	domestic	need	of	6%	oil	and	gas.	Despite	its	

initial	 promise	 to	 open	 up	 100,000	 jobs	 for	 local	 fishermen,	 China	 has	 not	 lived	 up	 people’s	

expectation	on	the	country.	

In	Southeast	Asia,	China	also	aims	to	establish	a	special	arbitration	court	to	further	enforce	

the	Chinese	way.	For	example,	in	the	South	China	Sea	dispute,	China	has	maneuvered	using	both	

inducement	 and	 coercion	 strategy,	 by	 giving	 rewards	 and	 punishments	 to	 states	 bound	 in	 its	

relations	with	China.	China	has	been	aware	of	 such	 tactics	 to	 effectively	become	 leverage	and	

potential	 to	 abuse	 ASEAN	 consensus	 principle	 resulting	 from	 the	 divide	 and	 rule	 tactic	 (Thu,	

2018).	Such	a	narrative	is	the	product	of	China’s	approach	to	each	member	state,	hence,	countries	

in	ASEAN	should	start	strategizing	a	collective	action	to	face	the	BRI.	Statistics	show	that	the	trade	

surplus	that.	A	potential	debt	risk	increases	for	8	countries	including	Pakistan,	Laos,	Maldives	and	

Mongolia,	partly	because	of	China’s	historical	track	in	dealing	with	debt	relief.		
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COMMONLY	REFERENCED	INTERNATIONAL	LAW	AND	AGREEMENTS	

Before	examining	the	Belt	and	Road	Initiative	and	how	it	impacts	global	trade,	it	is	imperative	to	

understand	the	developments	of	the	projects	and	the	agreements	that	often	being	referenced	in	

the	 United	 Nations	 Economic	 and	 Social	 Council.	 During	 the	 committee	 sessions,	 specific	

references	to	the	documents	will	be	looked	upon	by	your	directors.	This	will	include	the	Vision	

and	Actions	 on	 Jointly	Building	 Silk	Road	Economic	Belt	 and	21st	 Century	Maritime	 Silk	Road	

among	others.	Other	agreements	can	be	found	in	the	bibliographic	table	on	the	last	page.	

BLOC	POSITIONS	

AFRICA	

The	continent	of	Africa	was	the	initial	focus	in	China’s	BRI	outreach.	The	East	African	node,	for	

instance,	presents	a	lot	of	opportunities	to	advance	the	global	development	agenda.	Aside	from	

that,	the	regions	are	developing	e-commerce	hubs	and	striving	for	financial	innovations.	Kenya	

has	become	an	important	player	in	helping	landlocked	countries	access	to	the	region,	i.e.,	South	

Sudan	and	Uganda,	Burundi	and	Rwanda.	The	project	Standard	Gauge	Railway,	a	480-km	railway	

that	connects	Nairobi	and	Mombasa,	has	improved	freight	and	logistics	costs	within	the	region.	

China	is	the	largest	provider	of	infrastructure-related	foreign	investment	in	Africa,	especially	in	

Ethiopia	and	Kenya	(Johnston,	2018).	Problems	pertaining	to	debt	sustainability	risks	become	an	

important	 topic	 to	 discuss.	 Projects	 are	 often	 funded	 by	 the	 Shanghai-based	 BRICS-led	 New	

Development	Bank	in	Johannesburg,	the	Silk	Road	Fund,	and	the	South-South	Climate	Cooperation	

Fund	(Johnston,	2018).	Agreements	to	establish	industrial	parks	and	special	economic	zones	in	

Africa	have	been	made	between	the	China	EXIM	and	the	African	Export-Import	Bank	with	the	aim	

of	developing	the	regions	based	on	their	potentials	and	specificity	to	grow	(Johnston,	2018).	As	

much	as	$60bn	aid	and	loans	were	given	to	African	nations,	with	a	current	debt	at	about	$50.6bn	

USD-	triggering	a	growing	concern	about	irresponsible	borrowing	behavior	(Fang,	2018).	

SOUTHEAST	ASIA	

The	fear	of	‘debt-trap’	diplomacy	of	the	BRI	spreads	across	the	region.	Malaysian	Prime	Minister	

Mahathir	Mohamad	shelved	three	Beijing-funded	projects	of	22	billion	USD	in	May	2018	(Business	

Daily,	2018).	The	fiscal	risk	due	to	the	high-speed	rail	project	connecting	Kunming	and	Vientiane	

to	Singapore	could	reach	$5.8bn,	half	of	its	GDP	(Kynge,	Peel,	Bland	&	2017).	In	Malaysia,	Chinese	

investments	have	come	to	dominate	the	manufacturing	sector	worth	of	$1.6bn	USD	(Staronline,	

2018).	The	growing	numbers	of	Chinese	 foreign	workers	 coming	as	expatriates,	 the	 shrinking	

space	of	its	local	SMEs,	and	the	high	economic	risks	of	mega	projects	shackle	the	nations.	Rooted	

in	the	societal	relations	between	the	natives	and	the	Chinese,	many	countries	in	the	region	always	
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have	a	fear	that	China	would	eventually	become	the	dominating	player	in	all	supply	chain	layers	

of	its	outbound	investments	(Setijadi,	2017).	However,	there	is	no	universal	view	on	‘the	China	

threat’	between	ASEAN	countries,	and	this	also	translates	to	different	responses	to	see	the	BRI.	

For	 instance,	 countries	 like	 Singapore	 make	 use	 of	 the	 benefits	 offered	 by	 the	 comparative	

advantage	 of	 the	 BRI	 in	 service	 sectors	 and	 chooses	 to	 bandwagon	with	 China.	 The	 BRI	 also	

supports	the	Philippines	“golden	age	of	infrastructure”	of	the	current	regime.	Laos	and	Thailand,	

meanwhile,	also	stand	on	China’s	side	as	it	benefits	from	the	railway	building.	Regional	suspicions	

on	the	neighbors’	economy	also	trigger	countries	to	get	closer	with	China.	This	is	why,	Cambodia	

embraces	China	for	its	fear	of	Vietnam	and	Thailand’s	growing	economic	superiority.	Myanmar	

and	Vietnam	are	wary	about	China’s	assertiveness	in	the	region.	Nonetheless,	the	BRI	could	also	

support	 economic	 integration	 in	 ASEAN.	 By	 providing	 new	 channels	 in	 trade	 and	 boosting	

connectivity	in	the	region,	it	will	eventually	support	the	ASEAN	Economic	Community	Pillar	and	

promote	sustainable	development	in	the	region.	

CENTRAL,	EAST	AND	SOUTH	ASIA	

China’s	attempt	 to	 internationalize	 the	RMB	through	BRI	started	with	approaching	 the	 former	

Soviet	countries	such	as	Kazakhstan,	Kyrgyzstan,	Tajikistan,	Uzbekistan	and	Turkmenistan;	all	of	

which	are	seen	as	not	associated	with	Western	economic	systems.	With	the	unconditional	loans	

that	the	BRI	gives,	countries	are	presented	with	a	great	deal	of	flexibility.	Countries	do	not	need	

to	 undergo	 political	 and	 other	 structural	 reforms	 to	 borrow	 the	 money	 from	 China.	 This	

distinguishes	 the	 Beijing	 Consensus	 from	 the	Washington	 Consensus.	 Due	 to	 the	 blockage	 of	

overland	access	to	the	Eurasian	supercontinent	by	North	Korea,	South	Korea	is	willing	to	join	the	

BRI	(Hillman,	2017).	For	Seoul,	BRI	could	be	seen	as	a	pragmatic	reason	to	complement	South	

Korea’s	 “New	 Northern	 and	 Southern	 Policy”.	 BRI	 would	 be	 an	 opportunity	 for	 East	 Asia	 to	

liberalize,	facilitate	reforms	and	support	economic	and	technical	cooperation	complementing	the	

RCEP,	and	promote	economic	integration	(Armstrong	&	Westland,	2018).		In	South	Asia,	the	BRI	

projects	 have	 been	 stalled	 in	 Sri	 Lanka	 and	Nepal	 in	 the	 aftermath	 of	 excessive	 debt	 and	 the	

unfavorable	project	terms	behind	the	projects	(Bell	and	Road	advisory,	2019).	
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AUSTRALIA,	JAPAN,	THE	UNITED	STATES	

Worried	 about	 the	possibility	 of	 gaining	 larger	 clout	 over	 the	 region,	Australia,	 Japan	 and	 the	

United	States	emerge	to	propose	a	contender	to	the	BRI.	A	new	infrastructure	partnership	has	

been	proposed	by	the	US,	Australia,	India	and	Japan,	although	it	doesn’t	have	a	name	yet	(Zhu,	

2018).	This	infrastructure	is	seen	as	a	strategy	aimed	to	mobilize	investment	in	projects	for	the	

purpose	of	economic	growth,	ensuring	a	free,	open,	inclusive	and	prosperous	Indo-Pacific	region	

(Dziedzic,	2018).	The	United	States	recently	passed	the	Better	Utilization	of	Investments	Leading	

to	Development	Act	(BUILD	Act)	to	“facilitate	the	participation	of	private	sector	capital	and	skills	

in	 the	 economic	 development	 of	 countries	 with	 low-	 or	 lower-middle-income	 economies”	

(Ingram,	2019).	With	 the	aim	to	 focus	on	“sustainable,	broad-based	economic	growth,	poverty	

reduction	 and	 development”,	 the	 US	 allocates	 $60	 billion	 spending	 cap,	 whose	 number	 is	

comparably	less	significant	than	the	Chinese	3	trillion	USD	(Runde	&	Bandura,	2018).	This	could	

provide	 developing	 countries	 a	 new	 source	 of	 funding	 to	 develop	 their	 infrastructures,	

nevertheless.		

EUROPE	

The	Juncker	Plan,	or	a	$358	billion	Investment	Plan	for	Europe	on	infrastructure	construction	was	

proposed	 under	 the	 BRI	 in	 2014	 (Pavlicevic,	 2015).	 The	 commencement	 of	 China-Europe	

Investment	Cooperation	and	the	Digital	Silk	Road	is	pushed	by	factors	such	as	the	advancement	

of	industry	4.0	technologies	and	the	same	vision	of	developing	the	5G	market	(Pavlicevic,	2015).	

This	field	of	cooperation	is	still	under	scrutiny	but	has	the	potential	to	boost	the	existing	EU-China	

Investment	Cooperation.	The	cooperation	would	support	China’s	“Made	in	China	2025”	strategy	

to	 be	 a	 leader	 in	 manufacturing	 industry	 by	 innovation	 and	 digitalization.	 China’s	 economic	

partnerships	with	Greece,	Hungary	and	Czechoslovakia.	The	16+1	initiative	between	China	and	

Central	 and	 Eastern	 European	 Countries	 (CEE)	 has	 been	 commencing	 with	 the	 objectives	 of	

boosting	 investment,	 transportation,	 financial,	 scientific,	 educational	 and	 cultural	 cooperation;	

but	 comes	 with	 a	 growing	 fear	 of	 East-West	 divide	 for	 its	 political	 gambit	 (Oudenaren,	

2018).Individual	member	states	of	EU	have	warned	that	BRI	is	a	big	impediment	to	the	European	

agenda	 and	Western	 goals	 and	 ideals.	 27	 out	 of	 28	 ambassadors	 (except	Hungary)	 to	 Beijing	

signed	a	report		in	April	2018	denouncing	BRI	projects	as	against	liberalization	of	trade	and	being	

biased	to	Chinese	companies’	favor	in	terms	of	subsidy	(Rolland,	2018).		
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MIDDLE	EAST	

As	a	critical	point	for	the	two	BRI	links,	Middle	East	also	presents	a	strategic	site	for	the	energy	

supplies	 and	 prices	 in	 its	 Strait	 of	 Hormuz	 and	 the	 Strait	 of	 Bab-al-Mandab.	 A	 projection	 of	

doubling	oil	imports	from	Middle	Eastern	oil	has	been	suggested	for	the	year	2035	(Kamel,	2018).	

Saudi	Arabia	has	expressed	its	support	into	the	China-Pakistan	Economic	Corridor	(Kamel,	2018).	

With	21	Arab	nations	attending	the	July	2018’s	Belt	and	Road	occasion,	China	declared	to	give	

billions	of	 loans	and	financial	aid	for	the	benefit	of	the	countries’	development.	As	much	as	50	

million	USD	has	been	given	to	Egypt	in	support	of	its	new	administrative	capital	(Peipei,	Kun	&	

Kaijun,	 2019).	 Trade	 in	 renewable	 technology,	 artificial	 intelligence	 would	 be	 the	 new	 trade	

commodities	to	explore.	The	BRI	would	strengthen	China’s	Middle	East	energy	policy	under	the	

1+2+3	formula	for	China-Arab	cooperation,	spearheading	power	projects	in	Egypt	and	the	UAE,	

and	continuously	expands	 its	partnering	with	14	Middle	Eastern	countries,	 including	powerful	

countries	such	as	Iran,	Egypt	and	Saudi	Arabia	(Lehr,	2018).	The	core	cooperation	targets	energy	

sector,	whereas	 infrastructure	development	and	 trade	 facilitation	would	be	 the	 “wings”	of	 the	

cooperation.	The	BRI	would	facilitate	the	realization	of	the	‘three	breakthroughs’	include	nuclear	

energy,	new	and	clean	energy	and	aerospace	(Tiezzi,	2016).	

QUESTIONS	A	RESOLUTION	SHOULD	ANSWER	

1.	 How	 does	 the	 BRI	 redefine	 the	 global	 network	 system?	Who	would	 benefit	 from	 this	

phenomenon?	And	who	would	lose?	

2.	 Which	of	 the	BRI	partnerships	would	be	more	 feasible	to	materialize?	What	challenges	

remain	to	the	development	of	the	partnerships?	

3.	 How	 could	 we	 develop	 a	 credible	 resource	 for	 evaluating	 the	 risk	 of	 Belt	 and	 Road	

Initiative	projects?	Should	there	be	an	independent	body	outside	the	BRI	to	watch	over	the	

projects?	

4.		 Should	the	BRI	develop	into	a	legal	framework	like	a	Free	Trade	Agreement	to	ensure	fair	

trade	and	competition	in	the	BRI	markets?	

5.		 How	 can	 we	 ensure	 the	 transparency	 in	 the	 procurement	 process	 that	 involves	 the	

participation	of	foreign	firms	in	the	BRI?	
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6.		 What	 is	the	urgency	of	having	a	standardized	project	road	maps/plan?	Would	having	a	

regional-specific/corridor-specific	road	map	ensures	transparency	and	accountability	of	the	

projects?	Should	these	take	into	account	the	environmental	sustainability	of	BRI	projects?	

7.	 What	financial	mechanism	would	be	more	sustainable	and	less-risky	for	investors	and	the	

participating	countries	to	integrate	in	the	BRI	projects?	Does	China’s	Green	Financing	have	

the	leverage	to	answer	the	lack	of	uncertainties	in	the	interest	rates	of	different	BRI	projects?	

8.	 What	 confidence	 building	 measures	 can	 be	 adopted	 to	 forge	 better	 interregional	 and	

South-South	 cooperation	 under	 the	 Belt	 and	 Road	 Initiative	 in	 line	with	 the	 value	 of	 ‘the	

community	of	shared	destiny’?	

9.	 How	 should	 participating	 countries	 work	 on	 issue	 that	 deals	 with	 their	 territorial	

sovereignty	vis-a-vis	China’s	leverage	on	becoming	the	donator/lender	of	financial	assistance	

from	the	BRI?	

10.	What	feasible	safeguard	mechanisms	can	be	developed	by	countries	in	the	BRI	projects	to	

prevent	debt	trap?	

CLOSING	REMARKS	

The	 Belt	 and	 Road	 Initiative,	 despite	 its	 ambitions	 to	 help	 improve	 the	 infrastructures	 in	

developing	 countries,	 still	 present	 many	 challenges	 and	 uncertainties	 that	 may	 hinder	 its	

realization.	Countries	should	cooperate	to	improve	the	loopholes	in	the	existing	frameworks	and	

operations	 of	 the	 BRI	 and	 to	 align	 with	 the	 agenda	 to	 promote	 peaceful	 and	 sustainable	

developments.		
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TOPIC	B:	REDUCING	THE	TIES	BETWEEN	PLASTIC	AND	THE	FOOD	INDUSTRY	

HISTORICAL	OVERVIEWS		

									 Ever	 since	 the	 Industrial	 Revolution	 and	 the	 ‘inevitable	 win’	 of	 Western	 politics	 and	

economics	 in	 the	world	 (Fukuyama,	 1992),	mankind	 has	 focused	 on	 overproducing	 and	 over	

consuming	 products	 to	 maintain	 their	 nonstop-able	 lifestyle.	 In	 fact,	 Marx	 could	 argue	 that	

mankind	has	focused	on	overproducing	and	over-consuming	at	an	extent	that	mundane	activities,	

such	 as	 consuming	 food,	 has	 lost	 its	meaning	 and	 it	 has	 become	 a	 routine	 to	 suffice	with	 the	

production’s	needs.	Through	these	means,	consuming	food	has	become	an	activity	that	needs	a	

‘quick’	fix,	leading	to	mass	production	of	food	contained	in	different	kinds	of	plastic.	

									 Whether	it	is	meat,	fish,	fruit,	vegetables	or	non-perishables,	the	food	industry	has	been	

the	 responsible	 for	 enormous	 quantities	 of	 plastic	 waste	 due	 to	 the	 necessity	 of	 having	 food	

protection.	According	to	the	Askew	(2017),	within	the	European	Union,	one-third	of	plastic	waste	

is	sent	straight	to	landfill,	creating	not	only	a	threat	to	the	land	itself,	but	also	to	the	wildlife	found	

around	the	area.	Moreover,	the	Institute	for	European	Environmental	Policy	(2018)	estimates	that	

Europeans	are	expected	to	consume	900	billion	items	of	packaged	food	and	drink	annually.	The	

problem,	however,	is	not	only	tied	to	the	West.	According	to	Godfrey	[AC5]	(2019)	and	Jambeck	

et	al.	(2015),	twelve	out	of	twenty	of	the	most	polluting	countries,	regarding	plastic	waste,	are	

considered	middle-to-low	income	countries.	

									 Although	plastic	consumption	is	a	global	problem	with	years	of	occurrence,	recent	laws	

implemented	 in	several	countries,	 including	developing	ones,	have	changed	 the	horizon	of	 the	

current	debate.	Along	with	the	European	Union	(2018)	and	the	United	Nations	Environmental	

Programme	(2018),	notable	improvement	has	been	highlighted	in	the	international	community.	

Bills	concerning	issues	such	as	price	floors,	taxation	and	bans	on	certain	products	have	become	

more	common	worldwide	in	attempts	to	limit	plastic	usage.	However,	are	these	the	solutions	that	

would,	eventually,	eliminate	the	plastic	dependence	on	the	food	industry.	

DISCUSSION	OF	THE	TOPIC	

THE	DANGERS	OF	PLASTIC	

									 The	overproduction	and	overconsumption	of	plastic	over	 the	past	century	has	brought	

irreversible	consequences	to	the	environment	and	global	health.	The	chemical	structure	of	plastic	

allows	it	to	be	resistant	to	most	of	the	normal	processes	of	degradation	found	in	nature	(Le	Guern,	

2018).	This,	together	with	the	fact	that	most	of	plastic	is	found	in	landfills	and	adjacent	areas	such	

as	oceans,	rivers	and	lakes,	have	led	to	a	constant	increase	in	plastic	pollution	in	the	environment.	

Moreover,	these	have	been	an	ongoing	thread	to	different	part	of	the	world’s	ecosystem.		
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According	to	the	EPA	(2012),	the	typical	ways	of	plastic	elimination	throughout	the	world,	

such	as	incineration,	leads	to	production	of	toxic	fumes	and	greenhouse	gases,	and	consequently,	

to	a	higher	effect	on	global	warming.	Moreover,	the	creation	of	plastic	landfills	also	causes	carbon	

sink,	a	reservoir	of	carbon-containing	chemicals	that	also	stimulate	the	increasing	effects	of	global	

warming.	 Finally,	 the	 EPA	 (2012)	 also	warns	 against	 the	 landfilling	 of	 biodegradable	 plastics.	

Although	 biodegradable	 plastics	 have	 been	 encouraged	 as	 a	 better	 alternative	 than	 normal	

plastics,	the	landfilling	of	these	also	causes	greenhouse	gases,	such	a	methane,	that	still	stimulate	

climate	change.		

Due	to	certain	cold	and		saline	environments,	such	as	the	sea,	the	polymer	degradation	

takes	longer,	and	as	a	result,	the	production	and	persistence	of	plastic	debris	is	expected	in	certain	

environments	(Barnes,	Galgani,	Thompson	&	Barlaz,	2009).	However,	although	the	decomposition	

of	polymers	in	the	oceans	is	slow,	this	process	still	happens,	leaving	toxic	chemicals	as	bisphenol	

A	as	a	product	of	this	chemical	reaction.	In	addition	to	the	production	of	toxic	gases	in	the	ocean,	

the	existence	of	plastics	can	also	seep	into	water	sources	and	cause	serious	harms	to	all	species,	

including	humans	(Aggarwal	et	al,	2012).	Besides	the	previously	mentioned	greenhouse	and	toxic	

gases	production	by	plastic	decomposition,	 there	are	trillions	of	microplastics,	small	and	often	

invisible	 plastic	 particles,	 found	 in	 the	 oceans	 that	 cause	 other	 side	 effects	 than	 the	 ones	

previously	discussed.	Microplastics	do	not	only	threaten	to	enhance	the	effects	of	global	warming	

and	climate	change,	but	also,	they	pose	a	threat	to	flora	and	fauna	found	in	water	sources,	and	

consequently,	to	humans	as	well.	Marcus	(2014)	stated	that	plastics	found	in	the	ocean	contain	

toxins,	 such	 as	 carcinogens,	 lead	 and	mercury,	 that	 deeply	 affect	 sea	 fruits	 and	 humans	 that	

consume	it.	Moreover,	microplastics	also	can	be	consumed	and	absorbed	by	animals	and	plants,	

and	that	might	also	be	consumed	later	by	human	beings	(Grossman,	2015);	presenting	serious	

health	and	environmental	issues	that	should	be	discussed.		

PLASTIC	–	HOW	TO	ELIMINATE	IT	FROM	THE	FOOD	INDUSTRY?	

									 As	mentioned	previously,	several	reforms	have	been	carried	out	in	different	states	in	order	

to	change	the	way	certain	plastic	objects,	including	the	ones	involved	in	the	food	industry.	Thus,	

in	this	section,	the	most	important	macroeconomic	policies	applied,	along	with	others	that	could	

solve	 the	 problem,	 will	 be	 discussed	 and	 explained	 regarding	 the	 plastic	 usage	 in	 the	 food	

industry.	 It	 is	 important	 to	 stress,	 that	 most	 these	 policies	 focus	 on	 the	 neoliberalist	 school,	

specifically	the	Chicago	School,	since	most	International	Organizations,	including	the	UN,	World	

Bank	and	the	IMF,	encourage	these	measures.	However,	it	is	also	imperative	to	mention	that	not	

all	member	states	would	want	to,	or	able	to,	implement	some,	if	all,	measures.	Thus,	a	list	of	non-
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economic	measures	will	be	discussed,	although	these	are	not	as	recommended	as	the	economic	

ones.			

CONSUMER	AND	FIRM	LEAD	ALTERNATIVES		

									 As	Ford	would	argue,	the	consumer	has	the	ability	to	change	the	industry,	if	you	give	them	

the	 necessary	 tools	 to	 do	 so,	 they	 will	 create	 the	 rebellion	 and	 there	 would	 be	 no	 need	 for	

centralized	 initiatives	 (Harvey,	 1990).	 Bulk	 stores,	 zero-waste	 stores,	 and	 places	 where	

sustainable	shopping	in	encouraged	are	the	norm	now-a-days	in	certain	countries	in	the	global-

north.	In	addition	to	that,	certain	firms	also	encourage	recycling	and	reusing	plastic	as	part	of	their	

cooperate	alternative.	Famous	cases	such	as	Starbucks,	that	offers	discount	to	anyone	that	brings	

their	own	mug	to	the	store,	or	Lush	that	offer	‘naked’	self-care	product,	or	offer	programs	to	clients	

to	 bring	 empty	 containers	 to	 the	 store	 in	 exchange	 for	 free	 goods,	 are	 leading	 the	market	 for	

plastic-free	goods	(Williamson,	2018;	Caron,	2018).	These	alternatives,	led	by	private	investment	

and	society’s	needs,	are	the	ones	that	best	target	the	problem	of	over-consuming	food	products	

that	 contain	plastic	due	 to	 the	 fact	 that	 they	 are	 encouraged	by	 the	private	market,	 rather	by	

government-lead	 initiatives.	 	 Although	 not	 implemented	 in	 developing	 countries,	 these	

alternatives	have	shown	to	reduce	the	usage	of	plastic	in	consumer	goods	such	as	food,	beverages	

and	hygiene	products	(BBC,	2019).	

	 Private-government	cooperation	could	be	useful	to	encourage	an	increase	in	eco-friendly,	

organic,	plastic-free	business	models	in	a	country.	Government	measures	that	might	encourage	

these	are	fiscal	policies	like	subsidies	to	producers,	such	as	giving	tax	incentives	and	grants,	as	

well	as	monetary	policies,	such	as	lowering	the	interest	rates.	Although	these	might	be	appealing,	

these	also	carry	side-effects.	By	giving	away	subsidies,	grants,	and	other	methods	of	expansionary	

fiscal	policies,	the	government	runs	on	higher	methods	of	government	expending,	that	might	affect	

the	government’s	budget,	leading	to	a	lower	spending	on	other	public	sectors,	or	an	increase	in	

loans	from	international	entities	or	other	countries.	Monetary	policies,	like	interest	rates,	might	

also	have	side	effects	such	as	a	higher	inflation	rate	in	the	country.	It	is	important	to	mention	that	

although	these	measures	will	only	tackle	the	plastic	production	in	the	food	industry,	and	not	the	

whole	macroeconomics	of	a	country,	they	can,	and	probably	will,	affect	the	economy	as	a	whole	

since	the	food	industry,	in	any	country,	is	vast.	The	solution	to	this	problem	could	be	the	‘mixed	

economic	policies’,	which	use	a	variety	of	combinations	for	monetary	and	fiscal	policies	to	obtain	

certain	economic	benefits	from	one,	while	keeping	away	the	previously	mentioned	side-effects;	

e.g.	decreasing	interest	rates	while	keeping	the	same	inflation	rate.		
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The	government,	in	principle,	should	be	able	to	create	a	market,	or	help	to	do	so,	where	

there’s	 a	 niche	 for	 it,	 in	 this	 case	 for	 plastic-free	 food	 products.	 The	 problem,	 however,	 is	 it	

whether	the	government	itself	is	able	enough	to	do	so,	the	question	itself	intensifies	in	developing	

countries.	Developing	countries	have	a	lower	budget,	they	might	not	have	as	much	demand	for	

plastic-free	products	as	in	developed	countries,	and	they	might	not	have	as	much	power	to	create	

and	 set	markets	 for	 private	 stores	 and	 producers	 to	 carry	 out	 production	 and	 distribution	 of	

plastic-free	food	goods.	Moreover,	authors	like	Nelson	(2018)	and	Pham	(2017),	advise	against	

government	 intervention,	 with	 an	 especial	 emphasis	 on	 subsidies,	 since	 they	 might	 increase	

corruption	rates	in	developing	countries	and	increase	inequality	amongst	the	population.		

To	conclude,	consumer	and	producer-lead	initiatives	might	be	the	best	ones	to	tackle	the	

overproduction	 and	 overconsumption	 of	 plastic	 goods	 within	 the	 food	 industry.	 It	 might	 be	

recommended	to	have	governments	from	the	member	states	to	help	to	create	markets	that	host	

these	kinds	of	 transactions	and	products	 in	 their	nations.	However,	 it	 is	questionable	whether	

governments	of	developing	countries	have	enough	resources	to	carry	policies	to	build	these	kinds	

of	 markets.	 Thus,	 it	 might	 be	 recommendable	 for	 the	 committee	 to	 discuss	 ECOSOC-lead	

alternatives	that	can	help	to	create	plastic-free	food	markets	in	member	states	without	the	need	

of	government	intervention.		

GOVERNMENT	 LEAD	 ALTERNATIVES:	 TAXATION,	 PRICE	 FLOORS,	 BANNING	 AND	
CREATING	CONSCIOUSNESS	

									 Plastic	could	be	defined	as	a	demerit	good,	a	good	which,	when	in	consumption,	affects	

negatively	not	only	the	consumer	but	the	society	as	a	whole	(Tejvan,	2012).	Thus,	plastic	can	be	

treated	 by	 the	 governments	 like	 any	 other	 demerit	 good:	 being	 limited	 through	 the	

implementation	 of	 legislation	 which	 decreases	 their	 consumption,	 and	 in	 the	 long	 term,	 the	

production	of	the	good.	In	this	section,	we	will	discuss	the	different	economic	possibilities	that	the	

government	can	take	in	order	to	regulate	the	purchase,	production	and	consumption	of	plastics	

in	the	food	industry.	

TAXATION	

									 Taxation	can	take	the	form	of	a	percentage	tax,	meaning	a	certain	percentage	would	be	

applied	to	all	products	found	in	the	food	industry;	or	a	‘flat-rate’	tax,	meaning	that	all	products	

would	 receive	 the	 same	 amount	 of	 tax.	 Both	ways	 of	 taxation	 have	 been	 found	 to	 reduce	 the	

consumption,	 and	 thus	 consequently	 production	 of	 some	 demerit	 goods	 due	 to	 the	 demand-

supply	laws	of	economics.	However,	taxation	of	a	wide-range	of	products,	such	as	the	ones	found	

in	the	food	industry,	has	not	yet	been	proven	to	help	to	reduce	the	consumption	of	these.	Thus,	

the	 committee	 should	 evaluate	 if	 this	 is	 a	 competent	measure	 to	 apply	 in	 this	 case,	 and	 if	 so,	

whether	to	take	an	individual,	or	collective,	stand	on	this	measure.	
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	 So	far,	there	has	not	been	a	law	put	in	place	to	tax	products	that	come	with	plastic.	Several	

countries,	such	as	the	United	States	and	the	United	Kingdom	are	trying	to	apply	taxes	on	single-

use	plastics,	as	coffee	cups	and	plastics	bags,	in	the	following	years	(Vaughan,	2018;	Morley,	2018;	

Watts,	 2018).	These	 taxes	aim	 to	make	 certain	 types	of	plastic,	 that	 are	 really	hard	 to	 recycle	

properly,	‘extremely	expensive’	so	producers	have	no	other	option	to	use	another	material.	The	

problem,	however,	 is	whether	 countries	 and	governments	will	 be	willing	 to	put	 such	 types	of	

legislations	in	their	countries.	All	forms	of	fiscal	policies	that	decrease	government	spending,	or	

increase	taxation,	are	extremely	unpopular	within	any	country’s	population.	Thus,	governments,	

in	order	to	maintain	their	popularity	in	the	country	and	increase	their	chances	of	reelection	in	the	

next	national	elections,	normally	decide	not	to	carry	out	these	policies.		

PRICE	FLOORS	

									 Price	 floors	are	another	 type	of	government	 intervention	 that	 could	be	used	 to	 reduce	

plastic	consumption	and	production.	This	type	of	intervention	consists	of	inserting	a	‘floor’,	also	

known	 as	 a	minimum	 price,	 in	 the	market.	 This	 is	 often	 used	 to	make	 necessity	 goods	more	

accessible	 to	 people	 that	 might	 not	 be	 able	 to	 obtain	 them	without	 any	 kind	 of	 government	

intervention.	 However,	 it	 is	 also	 used	 in	 order	 to	 decrease	 the	 likeliness	 of	 consumers	when	

purchasing	a	product	by	making	 the	product	 ‘more	expensive’,	 and	 therefore,	 less	 likely	 to	be	

consumed.	

									 Price	floors	and	taxes	might	appear	to	be	the	same	kind	of	intervention:	both	of	them	work	

by	increasing	the	price	of	the	product,	decreasing	its	demand,	and	finally	decreasing	the	supply	to	

create	 a	 new	 equilibrium	 point.	 However,	 both	 of	 these	 have	 different	 mechanisms	 that	

governments	should	consider	when	applying	them.	

									 When	applying	a	 tax	on	a	good	or	product,	whether	 it	 is	a	demerit	or	merit,	 the	 tax	 is	

‘divided’	between	consumers	and	producers.	Thus,	both	sides	of	the	industry	take	the	burden	of	

the	 tax,	 thus,	 having	 a	 ‘double’	 effect	 in	 the	 industry.	 On	 one	 side:	making	 the	 product	more	

expensive	 for	 the	 consumer	 to	 purchase.	 And	 in	 the	 other,	 increasing	 the	 costs	 of	 factors	 of	

production	to	the	producer,	decreasing	the	rentability	to	keep	on	producing	the	same	good	and,	

therefore,	leading	to	a	decrease	in	supply	or	a	shift	to	producing	other	goods.	In	addition	to	this,	

taxes	 also	 provide	 an	 extra	 ‘surplus’	 to	 the	 government	 and	 the	 society	 in	 general:	 taxation	

becomes	a	way	in	which	government	accumulates	wealth,	which	can	be	later	on	used	in	improving	

the	state’s	wealth	fare	and,	in	this	case,	funding	government-or-community	lead	projects	which	

help	to	reduce	plastics	in	the	food	industry.	
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									 However,	when	applying	a	price	 floor	 in	 the	market,	 the	government	has	 to	 take	more	

considerations	than	when	applying	a	tax.	To	begin	with,	since	the	market	on	food	products	with	

plastics	is	too	broad,	the	government	would	have	to	apply	a	price	floor	that	would	work	for	all	the	

products	found	in	this	specific	industry	or	find	a	price	floor	per	product	and	equilibrium	point.	

Besides	 not	 being	 cost-effective,	 applying	 a	 price	 floor	 incorrectly	 is	 a	 dangerous,	 but	 easy,	

intervention	 to	 carry	out.	When	applying	one	above	 the	market	price,	 there	 is	 a	possibility	of	

excess	supply	due	to	producers	not	being	able	to	foresee	ahead	(Econport,	2018).	However,	it	is	

probable	producers	will	be	able	to	adjust	themselves	after	the	policy,	decreasing	the	supply	for	

their	products	and	further	decreasing	the	consumption	of	these.	Even	if	price	floors	commit	to	the	

main	reason	of	the	policy	-	to	decrease	the	consumption	of	plastics	in	the	food	market	-	it	does	not	

provide	for	a	‘surplus’	to	the	government,	meaning	that	there	is	not	a	‘plus’	on	carrying	out	this	

policy	as	there	was	with	taxation.	

BANNING	PRODUCTS	

									 Banning	products	in	the	food	industry	has	been	praised	by	the	media,	the	international	

community	and	the	society	in	general.	However,	are	these	banns	a	good	and	sustainable	solution	

for	 the	 problem	 that	 the	 food	 industry	 is	 creating	 regarding	 plastic	 usage?	 Banning	 certain	

products	contradicts	the	idea	of	 freedom,	 liberalism	and	low-scale	state	 intervention	shown	in	

different	neoliberalist	theorists	such	as	Harvey	(2005)	and	Brown	(2005).	By	banning	a	product,	

the	government	is	not	only	steeping	‘too	much’	into	the	state’s	economy	but	it	is	also	taking	away	

the	consumer’s	right	to	freely	choose	between	goods	and	services.	Rather	than	persuading	the	

consumer	into	purchasing	a	plastic-free	option	in	a	store,	by	either	societal,	moral	or	economic	

reasons	(such	as	utility	maximization),	the	government	is	imposing	its	view	on	the	population.		

Besides	these	factors,	the	ban	does	not	offer	a	long-term	solution	to	the	problem.	By	banning	a	

product,	it	does	not	automatically	offer	one	that	would	replace	the	banned	one.	Thus,	it	creates	a	

loss	in	the	economy	and	industry	that	could	be	filled	out	by	either	consumer	or	producer	burden,	

shown	in	taxation,	or	by	the	product	that	has	been	banned	in	the	market.	
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	 Although	banning	all	products	containing	plastics	within	 the	 food	 industry	might	seem	

impossible,	banning	certain	single-use	products	can	be	a	reasonable	policy	that	all	member	states	

can	 agree	 on.	 Following	 recent	 examples	 of	 policies	 regarding	 plastic	 usage	 will	 be	 listed:	

Bangladesh	was	the	first	country	to	ban	lightweight	plastic	bags;	parts	of	the	United	States,	Illinois	

as	 the	 first	state	 to	do	so,	banned	microplastics	 in	makeup	and	cosmetic	products;	Kenya	 that	

banned	all	production,	usage,	or	economic	transaction	with	plastic	bags;	and	Peru	that	recently	

banned	 plastic	 straws	 and	 single-use	 plastics	 in	 archeological	 places	 such	 as	 Machu	 Picchu	

(Onyanga-Omara,	2013;	United	States,	2015;	Calderwood	2018).		
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NON-ECONOMIC	SOLUTIONS	

CREATING	CONSCIOUSNESS		

	Mill	and	Rousseau	would	argue	that	education	is	the	most	important	factor	to	encourage	

a	 change	 in	 society	 (Riley,	 1998).	 By	 educating	 the	 population	 through	 campaigns	 in	 schools,	

universities,	municipalities,	social	media	and	media	outlets,	an	impact	can	be	made	in	the	matter	

of	 production	 and	 consumption	 of	 plastics	within	 the	 food	 industry.	 These	 actions	 encourage	

consumers	to	take	action	not	only	in	the	consumption	of	plastic,	but	also	in	the	usage	of	it.	Through	

showing	 the	 population	 the	 ways	 in	 which	 plastic	 can	 be	 reused,	 recycled	 and	 reduced,	 and	

enabling	save	and	easy	places	and	methods	to	follow	these	guidelines,	the	population	will	be	more	

knowledgeable	about	their	ways	of	purchasing	food	products	(Solar	Impulse	Foundation,	2019).	

Moreover,	 researchers	 like	 Howard,	 Gibbens,	 Zachos	 &	 Parker	 (2019)	 and	 Dillon	 and	 Reddy	

(2018),	 argue	 for	 solutions	 that	 use	 awareness	 and	 education	 as	 a	 tool	 to	 combat	 plastic	

consumption	 and	 production.	 Howard	 et.	 al	 (2019)	 showed	 that	 several	 government-lead	

awareness	programs	had	a	positive	effect	in	the	public	regarding	plastic	consumption,	moreover,	

the	positive	effect	also	extended	towards	business	owners	and	enterprises,	which	lead	them	to	

create	their	own	awareness	programs	to	join	the	movement.		

GETTING	RID	OF	PLASTIC:	HOW	TO	DO	IT?	

Although	focusing	on	reducing,	and	possibly	eliminating,	the	production	and	consumption	

of	plastics	in	the	food	industry;	incentives	to	eliminating	the	now	present	plastic	waste	should	be	

considered	and	put	 into	discussion.	The	main	concern	regarding	this	 issue	is	which	is	the	best	

solution	in	terms	of	eliminating	plastic	pollution	and	consumption.		

Currently,	 most	 plastic	 is	 being	 incinerated,	 which	 produces	 gasses	 with	 greenhouse	

effects	 and	 toxins,	 which	 accentuates	 and	 keeps	 on	 incrementing	 climate	 change	 and	 global	

warming.	 Moreover,	 plastic	 incineration	 in	 developing	 countries	 is	 being	 carried	 out	 in	 each	

household,	 leading	not	only	 to	 the	production	of	dangerous	chemicals,	but	also,	Other	ways	of	

eliminating	plastic	waste	are	 landfilling,	which	produces	 toxins	and	greenhouse	gasses,	or	 the	

leaking	of	plastic	to	water	sources,	which	then	later	causes	food	contamination	and	danger	to	all	

species,	 including	humans.	 The	dangers	 of	 all	 kinds	 of	 plastic	 reduction	 should	be	 considered	

before	suggesting	one	specific	way	of	eliminating	plastic	pollution.	Thus,	 it	 is	recommended	to	

discuss	alternative	ways,	or	prototypes	of	possible	projects,	to	put	in	place	in	certain	areas	where	

plastic	 contamination	 is	 a	 big	 threat.	 Some	 of	 these	 alternative	 ways	 include:	 Strains	 of	

Flavobacterium	that	digest	certain	byproducts	of	nylon	6	(Kinoshita,	Kageyama,	Yamada	&	Okada,	

1975);	different	types	of	fungi	that	can	digest	PVC	and	polyurethane	(BBC,	2001;	Ishtiad,	2011;	
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Russell,	Huang	&	Strobel,	2011);	bacteria	that	can	degrade	strains	of	plastic	material	and	even	

whole	plastic	bags	(Cappitelli,	Principi	&	Sorlini,	2006;	Tokiwa,	2006).	Thus,	it	 is	imperative	to	

look	at	other	solutions	that	ECOSOC	committee	can	encourage	to	use	to	eliminate	present	plastic	

waste	in	land,	and	aquatic,	environments.		

QUESTIONS	A	RESOLUTION	SHOULD	ANSWER	

1. How	can	ECOSOC	nations	ensure	that	the	overconsumption	of	plastic	in	the	food	industry	

is	stopped	among	all	demographics?		

Are	there	ways	to	pass	on	laws	and	regulations	applicable	to	all	member	states	of	ECOSOC?	

Is	there	a	way	to	ensure	that	a	law	applied	equally	amongst	all	demographics	of	a	country?	

What	role	should	the	government	play	in	regulating	and	monitoring	consumer	behavior?	

2. How	can	the	government	enact	neo-liberal	reforms,	like	the	creation	of	markets,	without	

jeopardizing	the	security	of	the	local	economy?		

Is	 there	a	way	 that	 all	ECOSOC	nations	agree	on	neo-liberal	 reforms	 regarding	market	

structure	on	the	plastic-free	food	industry?	Which	regulations	are	‘safe’	to	implement	in	

the	ECOSOC	member	states?	Is	it	necessary	to	democratize	and	liberalize	countries	before	

carrying	 out	 market	 reforms	 to	 encourage	 plastic-free	 business	 and	 societies	 with	

consciousness	 on	 the	 topic?	 Is	 it	 necessary	 to	 implement	 a	 one-size-fits-all	 economic	

regulations	at	ECOSOC	or	are	the	disparities	between	the	nations	too	large?	
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CLOSING	REMARKS	AND	RECOMMENDATIONS		

This	bulletin,	hopefully,	covered	the	most	important	economic	policies	that	a	government	
can	 implement	 to	 encourage	 plastic-free	markets,	 in	 addition	 to	 some	 non-economic	 policies.	
However,	delegates	are	uniquely	placed	to	understand	the	intricate	differences	between	different	
states	in	the	committee.	Not	all	states	would	take	the	same	stance	on	the	importance	of	reducing,	
and	perhaps	eliminating,	 the	usage	of	plastic	 in	 the	 food	 industry.	Moreover,	not	all	 countries	
would	 agree	 on	 certain	 policies	 that	 should	 be	 taken	 in	 order	 to	 carry	 out	 the	 reduction	 on	
production	 and	 consumption	 of	 plastic.	 Thus,	 it	 is	 imperative	 that	 delegates	 understand	 their	
country’s	position	regarding	these	topics,	as	well	as	possible	blocs	that	can	be	formed	during	the	
debate.	 Moreover,	 it	 is	 expected	 from	 delegates	 to	 have	 a	 good	 understanding	 of	 economic	
policies,	 such	 as	 the	 ones	 discussed	 in	 this	 bulletin,	 in	 order	 to	 have	 a	 well-informed,	
knowledgeable,	 close-to-reality	 debate.	 Delegates	 should	 consider	 the	 side-effects	 that	 certain	
economic	policies	might	cause	 in	a	country	or	region,	 thus,	 they	should	evaluate	and	convince	
their	peers	that	certain	economic	policies	are	better	than	others.	Further	reading	on	economic	
topics,	policies	and	how	these	solve	issues,	and/or,	affect	a	country’s	economy	as	a	whole,	can	be	
found	 on	 college-level	 Microeconomic	 books,	 IB	 Economics	 book,	 and	 websites	 such	 as	 The	
Economist	and	The	Guardian.			

Finally,	 as	 your	 chair	 I	 hope	 this	 conference,	 committee	 and	 topic,	 enables	 you	 to	
understand	issues	that	affect	people	around	the	globe,	and	at	the	same	time,	empowers	you	to	
think	outside	of	the	box	to	try	to	propose	solutions	for	these.	I	will	be	very	happy	to	hear	questions	
from	 you,	 or	 to	 simply	 chat	 to	 get	 to	 know	 us	 better,	 so	 please	 feel	 free	 to	 email	 me	 at	
anahicorrales@student.eur.nl,	and	I	cannot	wait	to	see	you	in	April	in	AUCMUN	2019!	

Warm	regards,		

Anahi	Corrales	
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