Legal II- Legal Definition of Democracy
“One man may hit the mark, another blunder; but heed not these distinctions. Only from the alliance of the one, working with and through the other, are great things born,” - Antoine de Saint-Exupery
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Background: 

Democracy is an ideal that is embraced by thousands, yet it holds different meanings for each individual or state. According to Princeton University, the exact definition is “the political orientation of those who favor government by the people or by their elected representatives” however, as time has passed that definition has been criticized and viewed negatively more and more. In reference to Linda Maguire, an Evaluation Specialist for the United Nations Development Programme, democracy in this century is more commonly known as “primary vehicle for the fulfillment of individual aspirations, the articulation of interests and the nurturing of civil society.” 


In light of recent events of the past decade, it is essential that a universally  accepted definition of democracy is present in order to implement and guide policy which seeks to provide a clear understanding between nations. The definition of democracy has become less coherent as certain incidents between different countries have shown. According to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations that took place in Vienna on April 18, 1961, as time had passed on rather than the overall coexistence of the people that were to make up a diplomatic system, the focus had switched to subjugation and personal betterment. As time has progressed there have been an increasing amount of cases where the “elected representatives” have become corrupted, which takes us to our topic. If these representatives are still people that fall to the same greed that we do, how does that representative represent the people?

For most, the foundation of democracy is based on the ideas of equality and freedoms. But to what extent do these equalities and freedoms extend to the people of a state and to their leaders?  Historically speaking, certain states have felt that these ideals are to be universally accepted and often actively on foreign nations. The question at hand in those scenarios is whether those actions were justified. There is also the specific case of diplomatic immunity that is applicable internationally and within the nation itself. One specific controversy that has been discussed since years past is which members are allowed to contain that diplomatic immunity and to what extent does this diplomatic immunity apply. In some states, junior members of their work staff i.e. secretaries, translators, and security staff were allowed to have the same immunity rights that the executives had. In other states, this was deemed to be too much leniency and was not given. 

This controversy was seen in the previous years when two United States reporters had entered into North Korean territory under the idea that they were protected because they were reporters and had specific rights entitled to them. The North Korean government had called them trespassers and had placed them in a tortuous situation. The rules of diplomacy had been placed in different paradigms for the North Korean government and the United States government, creating tension between the two countries. The diplomatic views of each country made it such that the extent of diplomacy was questioned, creating many issues. The overall effect of this is that no one country’s definition and regulations are identical.  

The purpose of this committee is to establish a definition of democracy that is accepted and held by all participating states. What we are trying to do in this committee is find a way for a consensus on the definition of diplomacy and what it can do for each country specifically. In addition, there must be designation on what the boundaries are for each aspect of the definition.  

Blocs

In order to successfully achieve this goal, the represented states will form ‘blocs’ or groups to efficiently establish a definition. It is recommended that countries work together with nations that  hold the same beliefs/policies for effective work (keep in mind your allies). These blocs can include any political, economical or military organizations. Examples of these include but are not exclusive to: Non-Aligned Movement, the Group of 77, the Association of South East Asian Nations (ASEAN), the Afri-can Union (AU), the Organization of American States (OAS), the North Atlantic Treaty Organi-zation (NATO), the Organization of Petroleum Exporting Countries (OPEC) and the European Union (EU).

Questions to think about: 

1. Does democratic policy change based on religion, race, or geographic location?

2. How does one qualify who is allowed to be considered in the democracy?

3. How is the UN to deal with these conflicts in definitions of democracy?

4. Should there be a list that designates the rules for specific levels of democracy and it’s specific aspects?

Resources: 

For more information on the Vienna Convention: http://untreaty.un.org/cod/avl/ha/vcdr/vcdr.html
For information on your specific country: https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/
http://unpan1.un.org/intradoc/groups/public/documents/un/unpan005781.pdf
https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/

https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/

