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I. Introduction 

Any nation with a strong legal framework demands legitimate powers to enact true democracy. Yet, 

as national or global crises emerge, regimes may find it harder to sustain order following a true democracy. 

At that point, a state may choose to use its “emergency powers” to combat the issue at hand. Though the 

phrase “emergency powers” implies a sense of urgency, its definition is highly open to interpretation, 

meaning that it can be easily exploited by governments and those who hold positions of power. 

Unfortunately, the international community is no stranger to such abuse of powers. 

The states of today feel the need to remove or censor opposition to conceal illegitimate practices 

while also violating the universal right of free speech and expression. Such restrictions of dissent cause the 

general public to be excluded from assessing vital information that would influence their political beliefs, 

therefore votes, and their understanding of the world around them as a whole.  

It is integral that governments participate in assessing and accordingly enacting legislation to disable 

the possibility of abused use of emergency powers. Furthermore, this responsibility is to be carried out in a 

way to ensure that stances of opposition do not get suppressed; hence, the fundamental rights of citizens 

should not be breached. On an international level, the sovereignty of states or their international relations is 

also critical to consider regarding the application of emergency powers. In short, applications that suppress 

dissent, with excuses such as national security or defamation, should be under watch and examined on its 

merits while respecting the integrity of states, political parties, and citizens. 

II. Involved Countries and Organizations 

This section intentionally leaves out dissent suppression as a response to COVID-19 as much as 

possible. COVID-19 has its own sub-section in the focused overview section, breaking down the various 

responses on the basis of member states. You may want to refer to that sub-section alongside the country 

profiles below. 
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Democratic People’s Republic of North Korea (DPRK) 

Freedom of speech in the DPRK is severely restricted. While numerous basic human rights are 

considered protected by the country's constitution, international organizations such as Amnesty 

International have consistently claimed that there is no freedom of expression within the country. Having 

seen that the only suppliers of radio, television, music, and news media are those owned and controlled by 

the government, it is clear that DPRK does not grant the right to dissent to the public. With several 

detainment camps dedicated to political crimes, most detainees are allegedly subject to forced labor, 

physical abuse, and execution. North Korea's human rights record is generally viewed as the lowest in the 

world and has been criticized internationally, with the United Nations, the European Union, and 

organizations such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch scathing of the country's progress. 

Many foreign human rights groups concluded that North Korea has no contemporary parallel with respect to 

violations of liberty. 

People’s Republic of China (PRC) 

Freedom of expression in mainland China is routinely reviewed by the United Nations Human Rights 

Committee (UNHRC) with which the government has often disagreed. While the Constitution of 1982 

ensures freedom of expression, the Chinese government still uses "subversion of state power" and 

"protection of state secrets" clauses of its legal framework to prosecute anyone who criticizes the 

government. The authorities of 

the PRC, their advocates, and 

other backers claim that 

current laws and compliance 

mechanisms are sufficient to 

protect from human rights 

violations. Nevertheless, other 

external bodies, such as the 

United States Department of 

State and Amnesty 

International, as well as 

dissidents within the region, 

claim that they are routinely disciplined or mobilized by the 

bodies in mainland China. 

Many human rights organizations have reported on 

human rights issues in mainland China that they consider 

2 
 



 
 

the government to be mishandling, such as the death penalty, the one-child policy (in which China had 

made exceptions for ethnic minorities prior to its abolition in 2015), the political and legal status of 

autonomous regions of Tibet and Hong Kong, the alleged concentration camps in the Xinjiang Uyghur 

autonomous region and neglect of freedom of the press in mainland China. As of 2018, it has been 

estimated that the Chinese authorities may have arrested hundreds of thousands, perhaps a million, of 

Uyghurs, Kazakhs, Kyrgyz, and other ethnic Turkic Muslims, Christians, and some foreign citizens, such as 

Kazakhstanis, who are being held in these secret internment camps throughout the Xinjiang Uyghur 

Autonomous Region. 

Viet Nam 

Individual rights in Vietnam have long been the topic of much dispute between the Government of 

Vietnam and several foreign human rights groups and Western governments, especially the United States. 

Under the constitution, the Communist Party of Vietnam is the only party permitted to govern, and the 

activity of all other political parties is banned. Other civil rights challenges include freedom of expression, 

freedom of assembly, and freedom of the press as well as the right of dissension. According to Human 

Rights Watch, as of 2017, Vietnam kept more than 100 political prisoners for the offense of opposing the 

government or participating in sects and engaging in demonstrations, politics, or political parties not 

approved by the government. In particular, Vietnam is explicitly growing its assault on critics, human rights 

advocates, and independent journalists in the run-up to the 13th Congress of the Communist Party of 

Vietnam to be held in January 2021, specifically exemplifying the usage of emergency powers to suppress 

dissension. 

Turkmenistan 

           Turkmenistan remains one of the most oppressive and locked societies in the world. As per the 2006 

World Press Freedom Index of Reporters Without Borders, Turkmenistan has had the third-largest 

constraints for freedom of the press in the country. It is rated as one of the ten most censored nations. The 

government controls all the newspapers, and many opposition journalists have been abused, imprisoned, 

and otherwise persecuted by the State of Turkmenistan. The few who have access to the internet will use a 

highly filtered edition of it, where independent outlets are blocked and only official news reports are 

accessible. Censorship is prevalent and extensive. Any dissent to the government is deemed treason and 

life imprisonment punished. Turkmenistan has many political prisoners, the most well-known of whom are 

Batyr Berdiýew, Gündogdyýew, and Boris Şyhmyradow. They are not allowed entry by the International Red 

Cross, the Organisation for Protection and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE), or other medical agencies. 
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The United States of America (USA) 

           The United States does not have a specific regulatory framework regarding emergency cases. At the 

Federal level, The Constitution and federal legislation allow the President, under such restricted and 

specified situations, to permit the use of federal troops to combat domestic violence, to prevent 

insurrections, and to uphold civil rule. These laws do not, however, authorize the Executive to suspend or 

interfere with the normal operations of the other branches of the Federal Government or to permit 

derogations from fundamental rights. Indeed, with only one exception (the right of habeas corpus, which the 

Congress may temporarily suspend when public safety so requires), constitutional rights remain in effect at 

all times. These provisions are based on the general police power that has been reserved to the States by 

the U.S. Constitution. If not unreasonable or arbitrary, a State may infringe upon what might otherwise be 

regarded as constitutionally protected rights if it is necessary to protect public health, safety, and welfare in 

an emergency.  

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) 

           OHCHR, alongside being a major advocate for reduced use of emergency powers to eradicate the 

possible dissent suppression, has been an organization reporting on articulating the stances of member 

states on various agenda, including the one at hand. With regard to the COVID-19 pandemic, OHCHR 

called member states to not abuse emergency measures to suppress human rights as it may breed dissent 

suppression. 

III. Focused Overview of the Issue 

1. General Outlook on States’ Definition of Emergency Powers 

A state of emergency is a situation in which a government is empowered to perform actions or 

impose policies that it would normally not be permitted to undertake. A government can declare such a 

state during a natural disaster, civil unrest, armed conflict, medical pandemic/epidemic or other biosecurity 

risks. Yet, the definitions as to deciding on what it takes for a situation to require “emergency” status is open 

to states’ interpretations. Such interpretational difference, when exploited, can be used as a ground to 

justify actions that would not be justified otherwise, which has been utilized as a way to suppress opposition 

throughout history. In this section, the focus will be on what various countries consider emergency as well 

as how their legal framework interprets the need for the use of emergency powers. 

The constitutions of most nations contain provisions for emergency situations. There is no 

emergency law as such in a handful of nations, although there are rules to be enforced in the case of 
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invasion, the danger of invasion, or other emergency circumstances. In Norway, Denmark, Luxembourg, 

Sweden, and Austria, there is no emergency rule in the ordinary sense of the word, but the extension of the 

transfer is concerning the legislative authority. The constitutions of Japan, Luxembourg and San Marino do 

not discuss any emergency provision at all. While the legislation on police in Japan requires the Prime 

Minister to impose a state of emergency, it does not constitute an emergency regulation in the ordinary 

meaning of the term, as the legislation does not give any special powers. 

Last but certainly not least, the Turkish Constitution is among the ones that detail the extents of the 

use of emergency powers. It elaborates on three major types of emergency rule, in addition to the state of 

war at which the Parliament votes to postpone the election for one year (Article 78). Among the three forms 

of emergency law provided for in the Constitution, one is intended to cope with natural hazards, dangerous 

infectious disorders or severe economic emergencies (Article 119). Another form of emergency law is 

envisaged in the event of "a clear sign of widespread acts of violence aimed at undermining the free political 

order formed by the Constitution or the constitutional rights and freedoms, or significant degradation of 

public order as a consequence of acts of violence" (Article 120). Finally, martial law can be proclaimed "in 

the event of systemic acts of aggression which are more serious than cases involving a state of emergency 

and which are directed at undermining the existing political order or the basic rights and freedoms 

expressed in the Constitution; or in the event of a conflict, the advent of a condition needing invasion, an 

insurrection, Or the dissemination of aggressive and powerful rebellion actions against the motherland and 

the Country, or pervasive acts of aggression of internal or foreign origin challenging the indivisibility of the 

community" (Article 121). 

2. In Relation to International Law and Fundamental Human Rights 

The use of emergency powers is derogatory both to civil rights laws and changes in the allocation of 

duties and forces between government institutions. Derogations from fundamental human rights are a 

particularly crucial issue, given that experience has shown that the most serious violations of human rights 

tend to occur in the context of states of emergency. Fortunately, the main international human rights 

instruments of our time contain an emergency derogation clause. The European Convention on Human 

Rights and Fundamental Freedoms (ECHR, Article 15) allows for a derogation in situations of "war or other 

public emergency threatening the life of the nation." The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights 

(ICCPR, Article 4) refers to a "public emergency which threatens the life of the nation", while the American 

Convention on Human Rights (ACHR, Article 27) refers to a "war, public danger, or another public 

emergency that threatens the independence or security of a State party". 
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3. Regional Focus on Asia 

Reflection on issues concerning fundamental human rights -especially when it comes to freedom of 

expression- has become a dismal exercise in Asia. Contrary to popular belief, freedom of expression is 

widely protected in Asian 

constitutions. In many respects, the 

protection of freedom of expression 

in Asian constitutions takes a 

familiar form. However, it is 

extremely rare to see free speech 

exercised in practice as there is little 

to no transparency is shown by 

most Asian governments. Article 35 

of the 1982 State Constitution 

proclaims that "citizens of the 

People's Republic of China enjoy 

the freedom of speech, of the press, of 

assembly, of association, of the 

procession, and of demonstration." Yet, 

China has been under scrutiny of the international community for extreme surveillance and violations of all 

the freedoms mentioned in the respective article of the nation’s constitution. Moreover, Article 67 of the 

North Korean Constitution claims that “Citizens are guaranteed freedom of speech, the press, assembly, 

demonstration, and association”. In practice, citizens of North Korea are under constant monitoring with 

virtually no access to the outer world, thus extremely limited freedoms. 

Just as in the rest of the world, in Asia, differing views on freedom of expression are evident, even as 

between closely related constitutional systems. Yet, when we see differing views combined with oppressive 

regimes infringing with fundamental rights of their own citizens, it becomes integral to understand the 

overexploitation of power to suppress any opposing stance to what the leading regime is imposing. Thus, 

we can infer a direct correlation between the lack of transparency and the possible use of emergency 

powers. 

4. The Question of Separation of Powers v. Concentration of Powers 

If we view a government as the powerhouse of authority in a state, there are three essential 

branches in a government model: the legislative, the executive, and the judiciary. The legislative branch is in 

charge of making the laws that will be enacted in a country. The executive branch is responsible for applying 

6 
 



 
 

the proposals approved by the legislative branch. Last but certainly not least, the judiciary branch 

administers justice according to law. Respective courts apply the law, settle disputes and punish 

law-breakers according to the law. A strong judicial branch is key to a democratic way of order and peace.  

That said, it is up to governments to decide 

on how they position the branches in relation to each 

other. They may keep the branches “concentrated” 

under a single institution, or they may choose to 

keep them “separated” from each other to avoid 

overpowering the authority. 

The entitlement of the legislative, executive, 

and judiciary powers of government -the 

concentration and separation thereof- tells a lot 

about how a country is being run. Typically, the 

separation of powers is a pretty strong indicator of 

good practice of democracy.  

There are several benefits of the separation of powers to a 

true democracy. First, the three branches are extended to enable checks and balances on each other. Each 

branch's independence helps to keep others from exceeding their power, thus ensuring the rule of law and 

protecting individual rights. As democracy implies giving more power to the people, sharing power among 

the groups, parties, dividing powers among the various organs, levels of government; concentration is rather 

the opposite and is incompatible with the spirit of democracy as it implies powers are concentrated in the 

hands of one or few people. 

5. Shifts in Power Dynamics amid the Use of Emergency Powers 

With regard to the use of emergency powers, we can observe the ongoing trend of regimes using 

their “emergency powers” in “emergency situations” as a gateway to transition from the separated power 

model to the concentrated one. In such cases, the declaration of a state of an emergency involves the 

transfer of additional powers to the executive, whereas the judiciary branch tends to be infringed by 

third-party organizations as political influence. However, Legislative control over the acts and actions of 

emergency rule authorities and special procedures for such control is important for the realization of the rule 

of law and democracy. 

Contrary to the aforementioned notion, the emergency rule does not have to involve changes in the 

distribution of powers among organs of the State or shifts in the competences of such organs. In some 
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cases (e.g. in Spain and Portugal) the normal functioning of the constitutional organs is not affected by the 

emergency rule. In some federal States, the declaration of an emergency rule may involve the shift of 

competences from the State and local authorities to the central government. 

The concept of emergency rule is founded on the assumption that in certain situations of political, 

military, and economic emergency, the system of limitations of constitutional government has to give way 

before the increased power of the executive (including military power in a martial law). However, the 

emergency rule is a legal regime governed by the principles of the legality of administration, based on the 

rule of law. The rule of law means a system where governmental agencies must operate within the 

framework of law, and their actions are subject to review by independent courts. In other words, the legal 

security of individuals should be guaranteed. 

6. Why do States Find the Use of Emergency Powers Feasible? 

A state of emergency is a situation in which a government is empowered to perform actions or 

impose policies that it would normally not be permitted to undertake. A government can declare such a 

state during a natural disaster, civil unrest, armed conflict, medical pandemic/epidemic or other biosecurity 

risks. Its functions enable nations to cut down on the times it takes to legislate and enact, aiming to amp up 

the response to the crisis at hand. Thus, emergency power use may sometimes be necessary to combat 

unprecedented circumstances. 

Although emergency power use may come in handy to curb crises, Some States and security 

institutions may find the use of emergency powers feasible because it offers shortcuts to sustaining order 

and positions of powers for political figures. Though suppressive regimes know that opposition will exist 

regardless of what they implement, what such regimes aim at is to diminish the platform reserved for dissent 

so that such opposition does not turn into an assembly, meaning that people simply are pushed to stay 

silent and not act on what they believe in. To prevent such excessive powers to become hardwired into 

legal and political systems, restrictions should be narrowly tailored and should be the least intrusive means 

to protect the freedom of expression. The use of emergency powers must be publicly declared and should 

be notified to the relevant treaty bodies when fundamental rights including movement, family life, and 

assembly are being significantly limited. Otherwise, the exploitation of emergency powers come into play, 

thereby suppressing dissent. 

7. Excessive Use of Emergency Powers as a Response to COVID-19 

Although a state of emergency predominantly implies armed conflict or civil unrest, a medical 

pandemic is well within the borders of an emergency state declaration. As a response to the COVID-19 

pandemic, many nations implemented different policies to combat the spread of the novel virus. Those 
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measures include enacting lockdown for people to self-quarantine themselves at their home and closing 

down places known for public gatherings such as workplaces, shopping malls, and schools.  

However, the coronavirus pandemic offers a perfect excuse for repressive politicians to suppress 

opponents and maintain control. Censorship has fuelled the pandemic in China and elsewhere, helping to 

transform a theoretically containable epidemic into global calamity. 

In periods of crisis, public well being depends, at a minimum, on free access to prompt, reliable 

information. The Chinese government has shown the catastrophic implications of overlooking that fact. 

Once the physicians in Wuhan attempted to sound the warning about the latest coronavirus in December, 

the officials ignored them. Failure to heed their alerts has granted a crippling three-week head start to 

COVID-19. As millions of travelers left or crossed Wuhan, the virus spread across China and around the 

world. Even now, the Chinese government is putting its political objectives above public health. It says that 

the coronavirus has been tamed but does not require independent testing. Journalists are being removed 

from a variety of leading US newspapers, including some who have written incisive papers, and prominent 

Chinese reporters who have traveled to Wuhan have been detained. Nevertheless, Beijing is spreading 

conspiracy theories regarding the sources of the outbreak, seeking to distract focus from the disastrous 

effects of its early cover-up. 

Many are pursuing the lead of China. Sri Lanka, for example, has been called out by the Human 

Rights Watch due to the authorities’ order of arresting those who “criticize” officials regarding the COVID-19 

response of Sri Lanka ("Sri Lanka Uses Pandemic to Curtail Free Expression", 2020).  In Thailand, Prayut's 

administration launched a number of Anti-Fake News Centers in November 2019 to monitor online content 

that supposedly misleads citizens. However, the centers remain entirely state-run and they are yet to 

employ independent third parties to fact-check online content stamped as 'fake news.' In Cambodia, 

Bangladesh and many more Asian nations, regimes are detaining bloggers, political leaders, health staff, 

and everyone else who dares to challenge the official coronavirus response. This goes without saying that 

denial of the ongoing pandemic is not a successful policy for public safety. 

If objective media are censored, policymakers may spread self-serving misinformation rather than 

truth. Egypt's President Abdel Fattah el-Sisi, for example, downplayed the coronavirus danger for weeks, 

clearly trying to stop harming the tourism industry in Egypt. His government expelled a Guardian 

correspondent and "warned" a New York Times reporter that their articles questioned government figures 

on the number of coronavirus cases. 
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Turkey's President Recep Tayyip Erdogan's government denies that there are any reports of 

COVID-19 in jails, and a prosecutor is suing a member of the parliament, a doctor himself, who claims that a 

seventy-year-old convict and a member of the jail team have both found positive. 

Good governance is required. US President Donald Trump originally called the coronavirus a "hoax." 

Brazilian President Jair Bolsonaro dubbed the virus a "fantasy" and a "hysteric" prevention effort. Before 

lately telling people to stay home, Mexican President Andrés Manuel López Obrador held rallies, hugged, 

kissed, and shook hands with supporters. Open media may have reacted to this irresponsibility if it were to 

exist; the censored media helps it to continue unchallenged. 

Some politicians not only see coronavirus as an incentive not just to silence opposition, but also to 

eliminate checks and balances on their control. While only hundreds of COVID-19 infections have been 

recorded by Hungary to date, Prime Minister Viktor Orban used his party's parliamentary majority to enforce 

an ongoing state of emergency that would require him to govern by declaration and imprison for up to five 

years any journalist who broadcasts news that is deemed "fake." 

As Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu faced accusations, his justice minister summoned the 

coronavirus to suspend the courts in certain instances, as did a near legislative partner in attempting to 

block the current majority of the opposition from ousting him as Speaker of the Knesset — a maneuver that 

the Israeli Supreme Court claimed: "undermined the pillars of the democratic process." 

Any policymakers are breathing a sigh of relief that the coronavirus has given a good justification for 

restricting democratic protests. The Algerian government has halted daily demonstrations in pursuit of a 

legitimate political transition that has been going on for more than a year. Moreover, single-person 

demonstrations against Vladimir Putin's attempts to lift the term limits of his presidency have been stopped 

by the Russian authorities. The Indian Government's newly declared three-week lockout conveniently brings 

an end to the demonstrations against Prime Minister Narendra Modi's anti-Muslim citizenship policies. It 

remains to be seen if the coronavirus danger escapes these limitations. 

There is no question that these are extraordinary times. International human rights law allows 

freedom restrictions that are necessary and proportionate in times of national emergency. Yet, we should be 

very cautious of the politicians who are using this situation to support their political ends. Considering the 

impacts of COVID-19, the overreach of security measures in their response to the coronavirus outbreak 

reminded regimes that emergency powers should not be used to quash dissent. On that note, The 

COVID-19 notice of the United Nations Secretary-General included that “While we recognize the severity of 

the current health crisis and acknowledge that the use of emergency powers is allowed by international law 

in response to significant threats, we urgently remind States that any emergency responses to the 
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coronavirus must be proportionate, necessary and non-discriminatory. We encourage States to remain 

steadfast in maintaining a human rights-based approach to regulating this pandemic, in order to facilitate 

the emergence of healthy societies with rule of law and human rights protections”. 

IV. Key Vocabulary 

State of emergency: A state of emergency is a situation in which a government is empowered to perform 

actions or impose policies that it would normally not be permitted to undertake. A government can declare 

such a state during a natural disaster, civil unrest, armed conflict, medical pandemic/epidemic or other 

biosecurity risks. 

Right to dissent: The right to express any opinion in public without censorship or restraint by the 

government, also known as “free speech”. Right to dissent is implicit in Article 19 of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR).  

Separation of powers: The entitlement of the legislative, executive, and judiciary powers of government in 

separate bodies. The intent is to prevent the concentration of power and provide for checks and balances 

to prevent the abuse of authority. 

Martial law: Military government, involving the suspension of ordinary law. If a state of emergency is on 

military grounds, it is highly probable to see authorities enact martial law. 

Habeas corpus: A form of written command requiring a person under arrest to be brought before a judge or 

into court. Habeas corpus is the sole way the American executive branch can interfere with the other 

branches of government. 

Conflict of interest: A conflict of interest is a situation where the interest of two parties engaged in the same 

activity is clashing. An example would be a government not wanting citizens to be informed of their 

questionable practices such as abusing emergency powers. Governments are responsible to protect 

freedom of speech, thus conflicts of interest may prevent them from fulfilling such responsibilities. 

V. Important Events & Chronology 
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Date  Event 

1688 
The English Bill of Rights mentioned the freedom of speech, 
making it the first governmental document to acknowledge 

the freedom of expression. 



 
 

VI. Past Resolutions and Treaties 

Due to the subjectivity of the abuse of “emergency powers”, the number of UN-based documents in a 

resolution form is lacking. Instead, the following will provide a guide to the delegates on legal documents 

concerning the right of dissension as well as the intersection of the use of emergency powers and 

COVID-19. 

- Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) 

This declaration was signed on the 10th of December 1948. The most valid and crucial international 

document regarding human rights is the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and it has a high amount of 

sanction power. UDHR is currently signed by 192 member states of the UN and translated into almost 500 

languages. Especially with its 19th Article, the declaration points to the freedom of speech, expression and 

dissension. 

- COVID-19: States should not abuse emergency measures to suppress human rights – UN experts 

This statement has been made by UN experts amid seeing a growing trend of oppressive regimes benefiting 

from the chaos caused by COVID-19 to suppress opposition and maintain control.  
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1789 
Freedom of expression was added to the French Declaration 

of the Rights of Man and Citizen. 

December 10, 1948 
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights was created, 

ratified, and adopted by the General Assembly. 

December 20, 1993 
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for 

Human Rights was established. 

October 26, 2001 
The Patriot Act passed the U.S. Congress which was then 
criticized for its alleged violations of freedom of expression. 

2011 
Arab Spring came to an end which ignited the idea of 

augmented freedom within the Arab States. 

October 2019 

Mass protests and violent conflict occurred between the 
protesters and police in various districts of Hong Kong 

during the 70th anniversary of the founding of the People's 
Republic of China. 

March 13, 2020 
COVID-19 was declared a pandemic by the World Health 

Organization (WHO). 

https://www.un.org/en/udhrbook/pdf/udhr_booklet_en_web.pdf
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=25722


 
 

VII. Failed Solution Attempts 

Since the use of emergency powers to suppress dissent is an agenda highly concerning internal 

affairs, many countries engaging with it hide behind their so-called “sovereignty” rights when they are put 

under the international community’s watch. Thus, it almost becomes virtually impossible to act on the issue 

at hand. As seen from the past resolutions and treaties section, The United Nations itself is currently lacking 

to promote the level of accountability to such abusers in order to deter them from their acts. In that sense, 

the most articulate way the UN has tackled the issue at hand has been to condemn the act of abusing 

emergency powers. That said, the UN and other international organizations such as Amnesty International, 

Reporters Without Borders, and Human Rights Watch were sufficient to identify problem areas and indicate 

them in the reports they publish such as the Media Freedom Index. Yet, the identification of the problem 

does not translate to actions when countries deny the right to monitor, observing, and reporting their 

situation to such international organizations. All in all, the promotion of accountability is lacking in previous 

solution attempts that have failed. 

VIII. Possible Solutions 

Although emergency powers can facilitate the safe political transition through unprecedented 

situations, it is also open to being twisted by malicious intent. Not only can emergency powers be used to 

aid the illegitimate practice of authority figures like states and organizations, but it can also cause political 

oppression and segregation among the public. To minimize the exploitation of emergency powers, a 

specific definition of "emergency" must be agreed on by the vast majority of the international community. By 

setting the conditions that would lead to the grant of emergency powers, the specific "powers" emergency 

would allow will be specified under the law. To further contain possible dissent suppression due to the use 

of emergency powers, an international set of rules might be decided upon regarding the standard 

procedure to abide by in cases of emergency. On that note, another solution to provide international 

accountability would be to propose taking the issue to legally binding grounds such as the United Nations 

Security Council (UNSC).  

At this point, it is therefore integral that the line between legitimate use of emergency powers and 

abuse of authority gets scrutinized both on the national and international levels. Legal frameworks are of 

great importance to settle conflicts and disable any abuse towards the opposition. Hence, delegates should 

consider proposing legislation that will promote the accountability of those who actively abuse the rights of 

speech, expression, and dissent. Even though the United Nations is unable to infringe with internal political 
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matters of member states, delegates can still engage in promoting accountability on the national level by 

proposing to impose sanctions on states engaging in the exploitation of emergency powers.  

Lastly, given the socio-political environment, the use of emergency powers create, legal frameworks 

may not always apply. In that case, member states may promote the idea of imposing embargoes to 

economically threaten states as a deterrent from taking certain actions, which is the excessive use of 

emergency powers in our case.  

IX. Useful Links 

- A video by Vox on China’s alleged “concentration” camps: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=cMkHcZ5IwjU  

- A video by Vox on the issue of Hong Kong: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MQyxG4vTyZ8  

- A video by FRANCE 24 on Hungary’s use of emergency powers amid the COVID-19 pandemic: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9HkIyoLUYHI  
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