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Letter from the Secretary General

Meritorious Participants,

It is with immense pride and excitement that | welcome you all to the very first session of
CBKMUN’26. As the Secretary-General of this event, it is both an honor and a profound
responsibility to lead this journey that we are beginning together.

CBKMUN’26 marks not only the start of a conference, but the beginning of a tradition. Every
established institution once took its first courageous step, and today, we are taking ours. This
conference has been built on dedication, long nights of preparation, passionate debates, and a
shared belief that young minds have the power to shape tomorrow’s world.

Our academic and organizational teams have worked tirelessly to ensure that this first edition of
CBKMUN reflects excellence, inclusivity, and intellectual depth. I would like to extend my
heartfelt gratitude to our Academic Team, Organization Team, and every volunteer who
contributed to transforming this vision into reality. Without their commitment and resilience, this
conference would not have been possible.

Model United Nations is more than formal speeches and draft resolutions. It is a platform where
future diplomats, policymakers, and global leaders learn the values of dialogue, compromise, and
cooperation. In a world increasingly defined by polarization and uncertainty, diplomacy remains
our most powerful tool. At CBKMUN’26, we aim to create an environment where diverse
perspectives are respected, critical thinking is encouraged, and meaningful solutions are pursued.

As this is our very first conference, you are not only participants—you are pioneers. The debates
you engage in, the friendships you form, and the standards you set will define the spirit and
legacy of CBKMUN for years to come. You are shaping the identity of this conference.

| encourage each of you to step beyond your comfort zone, speak with confidence, listen with
empathy, and challenge ideas with respect. Let this conference be a place where ambition meets
responsibility and where collaboration triumphs over division.

On behalf of the entire Secretariat, I welcome you once again to CBKMUN’26. May this be the
first of many remarkable chapters in our story.

Kind Regards

Ismail Sevgen



Letter from Head of Academy

Honorable Secretary General, Fellow Academy and Dear Delegates;

I am Rana Giilerler and wishing you an informative yet exciting three days at our first
ever holding of CBKMUN. To briefly introduce myself, I am both the Head of Academy and
Chair of the UNEP committee. Being a part of this project is an honor to me. Both me and my
fellow Academy members, though our backgrounds may be distant, we came together with our
shared endeavours and created each Agenda Item.

To vaguely talk about our Agendas; in our Junior committees, delegates will fight for
women’s and children’s rights in conflicted areas. In our UNEP committee, they will discuss the
unethical usage of Artificial Intelligence and how it is badly affecting our environment. In our
SOCHUM committee, they will acknowledge the current events the Uyghurs are facing within
Central Asia. In our ECOSOC committee, delegates will argue about tariffs within international
trade, and in our UNHRC committee they will advocate for the protection of journalists and the
right to information.

I hereby encourage each delegate of their respective committee to meticulously prepare
and act vigilant in our debates in order to secure a flawless ambiance of debate. Your endeavours
and hard work will forever be acknowledged diligently.

As the Head of Academy, | once again wish you an experience at our conference which
will bring you productivity, valuable experiences, and lasting memories. You can always find me
within the premises if you would like to discuss something.

Best Regards,

Rana D. Gilerler
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1. Committee Overview

a. History of UNHRC

The United Nations Human Rights Council (UNHRC) is the principal intergovernmental body within the
UN system responsible for promoting and protecting human rights worldwide. Established in 2006 to
replace the discredited Human Rights Commission, it comprises 47 member states elected by the General
Assembly for staggered three-year terms, ensuring regional representation, and convenes multiple sessions
annually in Geneva to deliberate on thematic human rights issues alongside urgent country-specific
situations.The Council’s core functions encompass adopting non-binding yet influential resolutions,
appointing investigative mechanisms like commissions of inquiry, and overseeing an array of special
procedures including Special Rapporteurs, Independent Experts, and Working Groups. These independent
mandate-holders monitor global human rights situations, undertake country visits upon invitation, engage
in fact-finding, and deliver annual reports with actionable recommendations to the Council and member
states. Complementing this, the UNHRC administers the Universal Periodic Review (UPR), a unique
state-driven process that systematically examines the human rights records of all 193 UN member states
on a four-to-five-year cycle, fostering peer dialogue and voluntary commitments.Within this expansive
mandate, the UNHRC assumes a pivotal role in championing the protection of journalists and the right to
information, viewing them as intertwined pillars of free expression under Article 19 of both the UDHR
and ICCPR. It has consistently reaffirmed these as indispensable for democratic societies, enabling
transparency, accountability, and public participation. Through a series of dedicated resolutions—
beginning with A/HRC/RES/12/16 in 2009—the Council calls on states to prevent violence, threats,



arbitrary arrests, enforced disappearances, and Kkillings against media workers, while prosecuting
perpetrators to dismantle cultures of impunity.These resolutions emphasize that assaults on journalists
transcend individual harm, striking at the public's right to seek, receive, and impart diverse information
essential for informed citizenship. Consequently, the UNHRC presses states to bolster legal frameworks
for media freedom, decriminalize defamation, enact access-to-information laws, and impose restrictions
on expression only when strictly necessary, proportionate, and aligned with international standards.
Strategic collaborations with UNESCO on journalist safety plans and the OHCHR's violation database
provide data-driven insights, tracking trends like rising digital threats including cyber-harassment,
spyware, and algorithmic censorship.Recent sessions have spotlighted vulnerabilities such as those faced
by women journalists, freelancers in conflict zones, and local reporters under authoritarian pressure, while
interactive dialogues amplify survivor testimonies. Special Rapporteurs deliver thematic expertise through
reports and urgent interventions, and UPR cycles yield targeted peer recommendations, such as reforming
sedition laws or enhancing witness protection. In MUN simulations, delegates grapple with perennial
tensions between national security claims and unfettered press freedom, invoking cases from Gaza's media
casualties to Turkey's media clampdowns. Thus, the UNHRC stands as a dynamic global forum for norm-
setting, capacity-building, political mobilization, and compliance oversight, safeguarding journalists as
democracy's frontline defenders and the right to information as its lifeblood.

2. Introduction To Agenda Item: Protection of Journalists and the Right to Information

a. Definition and Legal Foundations

The agenda item “Protection of Journalists and the Right to Information” stands as a cornerstone of
modern human rights advocacy, addressing a dire and multifaceted global crisis where journalists—the
vital conduits of truth and accountability—are subjected to unprecedented levels of violence, censorship,
and intimidation, while the universal human right to seek, receive, and impart information freely is
systematically eroded. This topic is deeply anchored in the cornerstone Article 19 of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR, 1948), which unequivocally declares: “Everyone has the right to
freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and
to seek, receive and impart information as well as ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.”
This foundational principle was codified into legally binding international law through Article 19 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR, 1966), ratified by 173 states as of 2026,
which obligates governments to respect, protect, and fulfill these freedoms. Any limitations must pass a
rigorous three-pronged test: they must be provided by law, serve a legitimate purpose (such as national
security, public order, or the rights of others), and be necessary and proportionate in a democratic society,
as elaborated in UN Human Rights Committee General Comment No. 34 (2011).

b. Journalists' Role and the Chilling Effect

Journalists operationalize this right daily, functioning as society's eyes and ears by exposing governmental
corruption, public health failures, electoral manipulations, and social injustices that shape our world. Their
protection extends beyond individual safety to become a public imperative essential for healthy
democracies, as attacks trigger a pervasive chilling effect that silences entire media landscapes and
deprives citizens of diverse, verified information. This suppression ripples outward, undermining
democratic deliberation where informed debate fuels policy choices, weakening social justice movements



that rely on documented evidence for mobilization, stalling policy reforms without investigative scrutiny,
and eroding global solidarity when cross-border reporting on human rights abuses is stifled. Without safe
journalists bridging the gap between power and people, societies descend into informational isolation,
where echo chambers replace truth and accountability fades into obscurity.

c. UNHRC's Conceptual Framework

The UN Human Rights Council (UNHRC) explicitly links these threads, viewing journalist safety as
inseparable from the right to information (RTI), recognizing that violations against media workers create
cascading deficits across the human rights spectrum. By positioning RTI as foundational to all other
freedoms—from assembly and fair trials to economic participation—UNHRC emphasizes prevention
through systemic safeguards rather than mere reaction to crises, urging states to elevate journalist
protection within national security frameworks. This holistic approach acknowledges that impunity not
only harms individuals but signals state complicity or negligence, weakening democratic institutions and
fostering environments where authoritarianism thrives unchecked. The Council's framework thus serves as
a blueprint for states to build resilient media ecosystems that sustain transparency and public trust.

d. Empirical Evidence of the Crisis

Over the last 15 years, empirical data reveals an alarming escalation—Committee to Protect Journalists
(CPJ) records over 2,500 media workers killed since 1992, with a staggering 90% impunity rate; Reporters
Without Borders (RSF) notes a 15-point global press freedom decline since 2013—demanding robust,
multi-stakeholder responses encompassing legal reforms, institutional safeguards, international
monitoring, and reparative justice. These trends span conflict zones where frontline reporting faces lethal
risks to stable democracies experiencing subtle erosions through legal harassment and economic pressures,
highlighting the crisis's universal scope. Such persistent impunity perpetuates vicious cycles that
embolden perpetrators worldwide, underscoring the urgent need for coordinated global action to restore
the balance between security and unfettered information flows.

3. Historical Evolution: A Chronicle of Awakening, Catalysts, and Progressive Institutionalization

a. Post-War Foundations and Early Recognitions

The global struggle to protect journalists and secure the right to information has unfolded across more
than seven decades, evolving from nascent post-war recognitions amid decolonization struggles to a
mature edifice of treaties, declarations, judicial precedents, and operational mechanisms tailored to
confront hybrid threats in an interconnected digital epoch. The seeds were planted in the immediate
postwar era, when newly independent nations grappled with media’s role in consolidating sovereignty,
leading to the 1978 UNESCO Declaration on Fundamental Principles Concerning the Contribution of the
Mass Media to Strengthening Peace and International Understanding, which reframed journalism not as a
state's propaganda arm but as a universal instrument for fostering mutual comprehension, cultural
exchange, and conflict prevention through diverse, unfettered reporting. Building on this, the 1980
UNESCO Convention and Recommendation concerning the Protection of Journalists in Situations of
Danger marked an early targeted intervention, imploring member states to educate their armed forces on
the civilian status of reporters under international humanitarian law, supply safety equipment for war
correspondents, and establish rapid-response protocols for evacuations—measures that, while visionary,



foundered against the geopolitical tempests of Cold War proxy wars in Angola, Afghanistan, and Central
America.

b. 1990s Pivot: Latin American Bloodbaths and Due Diligence Doctrine

The 1990s pivot arrived with Latin America's narco-journalism bloodbaths, where Colombia alone
mourned over 100 media martyrs felled by cartel hitmen and paramilitary squads, epitomized by the
brazen 1986 machine-gunning of El Espectador editor Guillermo Cano Isaza in Bogota's streets,
galvanizing the Inter-American Court of Human Rights to forge the landmark Velasquez Rodriguez v.
Honduras (1988) doctrine, which crystallized states' affirmative "due diligence” obligation to prevent
foreseeable harms, conduct thorough investigations, prosecute culpable parties (including intellectual
authors in high office), and provide reparations to survivors—a precedent rippling into global
jurisprudence.

c. Millennium Turn: Conflict Casualties and UN Security Council Action

The turn of the millennium intensified scrutiny as the U.S.-orchestrated invasions of Irag (2003) and
Afghanistan (2001) incinerated over 500 journalists in embed chaos, hotel bombings, and roadside
ambushes, culminating in United Nations Security Council Resolution 1738 (2006), which unequivocally
condemned attacks on media personnel and demanded unobstructed access for reporters in armed
conflicts, invoking Geneva Convention protections. Peacetime atrocities pierced the veil further: Russia's
silencing of Chechnya whistleblower Anna Politkovskaya via apartment hallway execution in 2006,
Turkey's nationalist assassination of Armenian-Turkish editor Hrant Dink in 2007 for "insulting
Turkishness,” and the Philippines’ radio host wave amid Duterte's drug war all exposed domestic
tyrannies.

d. 2010's Institutional Fortification and Global Plans

The 2010s heralded institutional fortification: UNESCO's original Windhoek Declaration (1991) on
African media pluralism blossomed into the global Windhoek+30 (2021) reaffirmation; the UN General
Assembly's Resolution 65/176 (2010) institutionalized November 2 as the International Day to End
Impunity for Crimes Against Journalists and inaugurated a comprehensive Global Action Plan
emphasizing prosecution, prevention, and partnerships. The landmark UN Plan of Action on the Safety of
Journalists and the Issue of Impunity (2012-2022, seamlessly extended to 2027) emerged as a multi-
stakeholder powerhouse—coordinated by UNESCO alongside OHCHR, UNDP, WHO, and civil society
coalitions—setting quantifiable benchmarks like decriminalizing defamation across 50 jurisdictions,
securing convictions in 100 emblematic impunity cases, and capacitating 25,000 law enforcement officers
worldwide, with tangible 2025 milestones including over 20,000 trained personnel, 40 nascent national
action plans, and preliminary data repositories tracking violations in real-time.

e. Digital Paradigm Shift and Snowden Catalyst

Edward Snowden's explosive 2013 revelations of NSA's PRISM program and bulk metadata harvesting
ignited a paradigm shift on digital privacy, codified in the Joint Declaration on Freedom of Expression and



the Internet (initially 2011, comprehensively updated 2016) by rapporteurs from the UN, Organization for
Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE), Organization of American States (OAS), and African
Commission on Human and Peoples' Rights, which proclaimed encrypted communications and
anonymous sourcing as sacrosanct enablers of investigative journalism against state panopticons.

f.  Recent Flashpoints: Uprisings, Coups, Wars, and Elections

Catalyzing flashpoints accelerated the tempo: the Arab Spring uprisings of 2011 harnessed Twitter and
Facebook for real-time citizen reporting from Tahrir Square to Daraa but provoked brutal reprisals,
including Egypt's military detention of Al Jazeera staff and Libya's Gaddafi snipers picking off embeds;
Myanmar's February 2021 military coup unleashed a torrent of 80+ assaults on newsrooms, internet
blackouts, and reporter abductions; Russia's full-scale invasion of Ukraine from February 2022 claimed 17
media lives amid drone strikes on live broadcasts and artillery duels in Mariupol; the Israel-Hamas war
igniting in Gaza October 2023 tallied over 130 Palestinian journalists killed, wounded, or detained, often
in strikes on clearly marked press vehicles or hotels housing international bureaus, with access approvals
languishing below 5 percent.

g. Pandemic and Electoral Supercycles: Hybrid Threats Emerge

The COVID-19 pandemic from 2020 weaponized "infodemic™ rhetoric to justify gag orders on origin
probes and ventilator mismanagement exposés, while the 2024-2025 global election supercycle across 70+
nations correlated with a 40 percent surge in violations, from India's UAPA dragnets in Kashmir to
Brazil's judicial clashes with X over content moderation. These inflection points have propelled the
UNHRC's iterative resolution architecture, transmuting episodic outrage into enduring normative pressure.

4. Global Statistical Panorama: Quantifying the Cataclysm and Unveiling Regional Fault Lines

a. Global Overview and Core Metrics of the Crisis

The raw data paints an indictment of collective failure, with granular disparities illuminating hotspots of
horror across every continent and regime type. Globally, the Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ)'s
forensic census logs over 1,100 verified journalist killings from 2015 to 2025 alone, with peaks correlating
directly to election years and armed conflicts where media access becomes a mortal risk. UNESCO
estimates impunity rates at a devastating 85-95 percent, meaning convictions remain rarer than unicorns in
most jurisdictions, perpetuating cycles of emboldened violence. Jailed reporters hit a record high of 500+
in 2022 amid populist backlashes and crackdowns, while Reporters Without Borders (RSF)'s 2025 World
Press Freedom Index deems just 18 out of 180 countries “"good," with the aggregate global score cratering
12 percent since 2015 as hybrid regimes like Hungary and Poland progressively oligarchize their airwaves
and digital spaces. These metrics reveal not isolated incidents but systemic decay, where underreporting in
remote areas likely conceals even graver tolls.

b. Vulnerable Demographics, Trends, and Perpetrator Patterns

Women reporters, comprising a mere 25 percent of the field, shoulder 40 percent of online vitriol
according to UNESCOQO's 2023 metrics, facing compounded misogynistic harassment that drives many



from the profession. Freelancers, fixers, and local hires—accounting for 70 percent of fatalities—perish
uninsured and unsung due to precarity, lacking institutional shields enjoyed by foreign correspondents.
These patterns expose deeper inequities: election cycles amplify violations by 40 percent as per
International Federation of Journalists (IFJ) data, with "fake news" pretexts justifying sweeps; non-state
marauders like cartels, militias, and jihadists orchestrate 60 percent of lethal attacks, often with state
acquiescence, while economic precarity leaves 60 percent of victims without basic safety nets. Such
disparities demand targeted interventions beyond aggregate numbers.

c. Middle East and North Africa: Conflict-Driven Lethality and Digital Espionage

Regional cataclysms vary in flavor but converge in ferocity: the Middle East and North Africa tally over
450 deaths since 2015, where Gaza's 120+ fatalities since October 2023 and Syria's 250+ civil war toll
stand as grim pinnacles, dwarfed only by UAE and Saudi Pegasus spyware infiltrating 180+ devices for
preemptive silencing. This region's statistics highlight hybrid warfare's brutality, where airstrikes on
marked press vehicles merge seamlessly with sophisticated digital panopticons, denying not just lives but
the documentation essential for international accountability and war crimes tribunals.

d. Asia-Pacific: Legal Weaponization, Arrests, and Forced Exiles

Asia-Pacific mourns 350+ fatalities alongside 3,500+ arrests, exemplified by the Philippines' 300+
sedition cases against Maria Ressa's Rappler network, India's Unlawful Activities Prevention Act (UAPA)
netting 250+ reporters in Kashmir, and China's forcible exile of 100+ Uyghur chroniclers documenting re-
education camps. Here, judicial weaponization eclipses outright killings, with vague anti-terror and "fake
news" statutes enabling prolonged detentions that chill entire newsrooms, forcing diasporas that scatter
expertise and erode local scrutiny of ethnic conflicts, coups, and maritime disputes.

e. Latin America: Cartel Vendettas, Murders, and SLAPP Mega-Suits

Latin America's 320+ murders stem largely from cartel vendettas, Mexico's 160+ since 2000 and Brazil's
50+ Amazon defenders chief among them, punctuated by 200+ Strategic Lawsuits Against Public
Participation (SLAPP) mega-suits designed to bankrupt environmental watchdogs. Narco-journalism's
relentless toll reveals non-state dominance in lawless frontiers, where economic intimidation via
protracted litigation complements bullets, silencing exposés on drug routes, deforestation, and corruption
that implicate elected officials and multinational extractors alike.

f.  Europe and Central Asia: Hybrid Authoritarianism and Detention Gulags

Europe and Central Asia report 150+ killings and 1,800+ detentions, Ukraine's 30+ war embeds joining
Turkey's 300+ post-2016 gulag and Belarus's 60+ post-election roundups in a tapestry of creeping
authoritarianism. Even Europe's fringes expose post-Cold War reversals, blending frontline wartime perils
with peacetime purges through license revocations, asset freezes, and troll farm disinformation, eroding
the continent’s historic press freedom leadership.

g. Sub-Saharan Africa: Protest Pulverization and Whistleblower Risks



Sub-Saharan Africa's 200+ slain include Ethiopia's 50+ Tigray whistleblowers and Sudan's 40+ protest
pulverizers, fueled by resource conflicts, electoral upheavals, and fragile transitions. Local reporters bear
disproportionate brunt in these tinderboxes, where militia ambushes and emergency laws converge to
mute coverage of famines, displacements, and kleptocratic land grabs.

h. North America and Oceania: Subtle Erosions Through Legal and Digital Means

Even North America and Oceania notch 20+ deaths amid 500+ libel barrages and Australia's 2024
platform curbs, proving no region immune to backsliding. These "stable" zones reveal creeping legal
pressures via inflated defamation awards and digital throttling through algorithmic de-amplification,
underscoring how economic and tech vectors erode freedoms insidiously where bullets are rare.

5. Exhaustive Taxonomy of Threats: A Labyrinth of Physical, Legal, Digital, Economic,
Psychological, and Structural Perils

a. Physical and Kinetic Barbarism: Assassinations, Bombings, and Disappearances

The onslaught against journalists manifests as an interlocking matrix of depredations, calibrated for
maximum deterrence with minimal fingerprints. Physical and kinetic barbarism reigns supreme as the
most visceral threat: premeditated assassinations via live-studio invasions, such as Ecuador's February
2024 TC Television bloodbath where masked gunmen stormed the set and executed staff on live air,
broadcasting terror nationwide; car bombings like Malta's Daphne Caruana Galizia, vaporized in 2017
after enduring 40+ prior SLAPPs for her Panama Papers-linked exposés; consulate throttlings exemplified
by Jamal Khashoggi's 2018 Saudi bone-saw dismemberment, audio-recorded and streamed to Istanbul as a
grisly warning; drone assassinations felling Ukraine's Arman Soldin in 2023 amid Bakhmut clashes; IED
ambushes shredding Afghanistan embeds during the 2021 Taliban resurgence; mob lynchings during
India's 2020 Delhi riots that engulfed Muslim reporters covering communal violence; enforced
disappearances totaling 100+ unresolved cases, including Mexico's 60+ narco-van abductions and Syria's
40+ regime black sites, often extending to family terrorizations like school bus drive-bys. Vulnerable
castes—fixers bearing 70 percent of Irag's toll, women enduring 30 percent gendered atrocities—fare
worst under this relentless kinetic onslaught.
b. Legal-Judicial Perversions: SLAPPs, Defamation, and Administrative Strangulation

Legal-judicial perversions masquerade as justice, deploying the machinery of law to paralyze rather than
protect: over 1,000 SLAPPs worldwide designed to bankrupt truth-tellers, from India's 2023 billion-rupee
podcast chills to ExxonMobil's U.S. barrages against climate reporters exposing fossil fuel cover-ups;
criminal defamation statutes incarcerate in 170 jurisdictions, Thailand's Iése-majesté jailing 200+ yearly
for royal critiques, Pakistan's sedition netting 100+ for blasphemy-adjacent reporting; administrative
asphyxia revokes Turkey's 150+ licenses post-2016 coup under "terrorism" pretexts, freezes Russia's
Novaya Gazeta accounts amid Ukraine invasion scrutiny, and abuses Interpol red notices to hound Belarus
exiles across Europe. These tools invert justice, turning courts into weapons that deter investigations
through endless appeals, asset seizures, and prison shadows.



c. Digital Panopticons: Spyware, DDoS, Troll Farms, and Algorithmic Muzzling

Digital panopticons metastasize unchecked in the cyber domain, eroding privacy as journalism's
foundation: NSO Group's Pegasus spyware compromised 50,000+ phones including 180 journalists per
2021 Forbidden Stories revelations, enabling remote microphone activation and keystroke logging;
Bahrain's FinFisher snared 2014 protesters and reporters alike; DDoS floods paralyzed Iran's 2022 Mahsa
Amini protest sites, severing live citizen journalism; Kremlin troll farms spawn deepfakes flooding 2024
India/Taiwan polls to discredit opposition voices; X's Brazil 2024 shadowban saga throttled Bolsonaro-
aligned accounts amid judicial orders, while Meta's fact-check weaponization mutes multitudes under
opaque criteria. This invisible web preempts stories before they break, fostering pervasive paranoia among
sources and reporters alike.

d. Economic Strangulations: Monopolies, Boycotts, and Precarity Traps

Economic strangulations bleed independent outlets dry through calculated financial asphyxiation:
Hungary's KESMA cartel commandeers 90 percent of media under Orban's loyalist umbrella, Serbia's
Pink TV monopoly starves rivals via state ad favoritism; Philippines' Duterte-era ad boycotts shuttered
ABS-CBN in 2020, erasing its national footprint overnight; 60 percent of freelancers remain uninsured
amid Gaza's 95 percent access vetoes that block paying gigs; Colombia's union decapitations threaten 50+
labor leaders, destabilizing newsroom solidarity. These pressures force closures, self-censorship, or
oligarchic capture, ensuring only compliant voices survive in market battlegrounds.

e. Psychological Sieges: PTSD, Self-Censorship, and Exile Corridors

Psychological sieges shatter psyches through relentless mental attrition: Gaza reporters hit 90 percent
PTSD rates per Dart Center 2024 surveys after witnessing mass carnage; global suicides among journalists
double civilian norms under cumulative trauma; Reuters 2025 logs 65 percent self-censorship as reporters
preempt backlash; 400+ annual exiles forge Turkish-Swedish refugee corridors, scattering families and
expertise while breeding burnout epidemics. This invisible warfare erodes morale, turning watchdogs into
shadows wary of every byline.

f.  Structural Marginalizations: Access Denials and Systemic Exclusion

Structural marginalizations complete the vise through institutional barriers baked into systems: visa
denials bar Gaza embeds at 95 percent rejection rates, Xinjiang expulsions exile Uyghur voices
documenting camps, algorithmic deboosting on platforms like X and Meta consigns dissident feeds to
digital Siberia while amplifying state narratives. These layered exclusions intersect catastrophically—a
Mexican fixer spyware-infected, SLAPP-burdened, and cartel-hunted embodies the full-spectrum war—
rendering journalism a high-wire act without safety nets, where precarity meets policy to perpetuate
silence.

6. The Right to Information: Doctrinal Bedrock, Global Praxis, Judicial Glosses, and Endemic
Implementation Voids



a. Doctrinal Bedrock: Proactive vs. Reactive RTI and ICCPR Foundations

The right to information (RTI) bifurcates into proactive transparency, where governments are obligated to
voluntarily publish critical data such as national budgets, public procurement contracts, disaster response
plans, environmental impact assessments, and policy rationales without any citizen request, and reactive
access, allowing individuals to submit Freedom of Information (FOI) petitions for specific records held by
public authorities, as meticulously parsed in ICCPR Article 19(2) and elaborated in General Comment No.
34 (2011), which explicitly repudiates blanket "classified" or "state secret" exemptions, mandates
maximum possible disclosure as the default rule, and positions RTI as the lifeblood of freedom of
expression essential for combating corruption (as evidenced by the Panama Papers consortium unmasking
trillions in offshore evasion), ensuring health accountability (such as probes into COVID-19 origins and
vaccine distribution inequities), advancing environmental justice (Amazon deforestation logs revealing
illegal logging empires), and facilitating economic oversight (public-private partnership audits exposing
graft). This doctrinal framework underscores that RTI is not a mere administrative courtesy but a
cornerstone of participatory democracy, empowering marginalized groups—from indigenous land
defenders demanding mining concession details to urban poor scrutinizing housing allocation schemes—
to hold power accountable and shape their destinies through informed citizenship.

b. Global Praxis: Success Stories and Transformative Impacts

Triumphs in RTI implementation illuminate pathways forward, though often bittersweet: India's Right to
Information Act 2005 has empowered over 6 million annual queries since inception, toppling mega-scams
like the Commonwealth Games 2010 graft vortex and Adarsh housing society irregularities, but at the
grim toll of 50+ activist murders by vested interests seeking to silence transparency warriors; Mexico's
General Law on Transparency and Access to Public Information (2015) pried open narco-state pacts and
federal police collusion files amid a staggering 160+ reporter murders, catalyzing citizen-led anti-
corruption commissions; South Africa's Promotion of Access to Information Act (PAIA, 2000) disgorged
apartheid-era death squad dossiers that fueled the Truth and Reconciliation Commission, unearthing
21,000+ secret burials and enabling societal catharsis; Brazil's Access to Information Law (2011) fueled
impeachment probes into Dilma Rousseff-era Petrobras scandals, recovering billions in diverted funds;
and South Korea's 2011 RTI regime exposed Sewol ferry cover-ups, leading to governmental resignations
and maritime reforms. These cases demonstrate RTI's transformative power when fused with vigilant civil
society, independent commissions (like India's Central Information Commission processing 200,000+
appeals yearly), and judicial backstops that turn raw data into engines of reform.

c. Judicial Glosses: Landmark Rulings Fortifying RT1 Across Jurisdictions

Judicial talismans have fortified RTI's armor across jurisdictions: the European Court of Human Rights'
seminal Sunday Times v. United Kingdom (1979) subordinated celebrity privacy claims to overwhelming
public interest in thalidomide birth defect scandals, establishing a proportionality balancing act; the Inter-
American Court of Human Rights' Claude Reyes et al. v. Chile (2006) canonized RTI as inherent to
Article 13 freedom of expression, obliging Chile to disclose secret logging concessions in indigenous
territories and setting Americas-wide precedents for corporate-state opacity; the U.S. Supreme Court's
New York Times Co. v. United States (1971) Pentagon Papers decision shielded explosive leaks defying
classification oaths, affirming prior restraint's unconstitutionality under First Amendment; India's Supreme
Court in State of U.P. v. Raj Narain (1975) birthed RTI jurisprudence pre-statute by mandating election
affidavit disclosures; and the African Court on Human and Peoples' Rights in APDF and IHRDA v. Mali
(2018) compelled electoral transparency. These rulings collectively affirm RTI's horizontal reach to



private entities discharging public functions, like telecoms handling surveillance logs, ensuring
accountability permeates beyond state silos.

d. Endemic Implementation Voids: Statutory Gaps and Geopolitical Barriers

Yet endemic implementation voids persist as RTI's Achilles' heel, hobbling its promise: approximately 60
states remain bereft of dedicated RTI statutes, relying on patchwork constitutional clauses or ad hoc
decrees vulnerable to executive whim; in the U.S., 2024 executive orders invoked perpetual classification
on Al weaponry and hypersonic missile specs, shielding billions in black budgets from FOIA sunlight;
over 120 jurisdictions offer no statutory whistleblower protections despite Snowden's NSA revelations and
Panama Papers' vindication, leaving leakers like Chelsea Manning to solitary ordeals; Turkey routinely
rejects 85 percent of FOI requests citing "national security,” a euphemism for Kurdish conflict opacity;
China's State Secrets Law and e-petition portals algorithmically vanish dissent overnight, with 2025
reports of 10,000+ suppressed queries on Xinjiang; digital RTI is throttled by proprietary paywalls on
public data, archaic file formats incompatible with modern tools, algorithmic obscurity burying key
datasets, and cyber-attacks on FOI portals (e.g., Russia’'s 2024 election data hacks). Overburdened
information commissions—India's backlog exceeds 50,000 cases—compound delays, while resource-
starved developing nations lack digitization, rendering RTI theoretical for illiterate or remote populations.

e. Exacerbating Voids: Retaliation, Tech Monopolies, and Conflict Black Holes

Further exacerbating voids are SLAPP-style RTI reversals, where requesters face retaliatory defamation
suits or administrative harassment, as in the Philippines where Duterte-era FOI probes on extrajudicial
killings triggered death threats; technological monopolies, with Big Tech hoarding user data under opaque
"terms of service" shielding platform algorithms from public audit; conflict zones' black holes, Gaza's
<5% access denying war crime documentation or Ukraine's classified frontline intel; and climate
disinformation, where fossil fuel lobbies lobby for “energy security"” exemptions blocking emissions data.
Global RTI indices like Article 19's 2025 assessment grade enforcement a middling B-, with Nordic
leaders (Sweden's 1766 Freedom of the Press Act evolved) contrasting autocratic laggards (North Korea's
total blackout).

f.  Bridging Solutions and MUN Implications

Bridging these requires hybrid fixes: Al-assisted FOI processing, blockchain-secured disclosures,
international arbitration for cross-border requests, and civil society "right to know" campaigns mirroring
RTI successes in Eastern Europe post-1989. This expanded RTI architecture demands delegates in MUN
weigh proactive vs. reactive balances, judicial vs. administrative enforcement, and digital vs. analog
access, drawing from real-world dissonances to craft operative clauses that transcend rhetoric into
actionable norms for a more transparent global order.

7. UNHRC’s Colossal Institutional Arsenal: Resolutions Dissected, Special Procedures, UPR
Synergies, Dialogues, and Multi-Agency Octopus



a. Foundational Resolutions: Building the Normative Helix (2009-2014)

Since its 2006 birth replacing the discredited Commission, UNHRC has forged nearly two dozen
resolutions on journalist safety—a ratcheting normative helix, each layering atop predecessors with
granular mandates, thematic expansions, and enforcement teeth.

A/HRC/RES/12/16 (October 1, 2009, adopted by consensus amid 32nd session urgency) launched the
foundational broadside, condemning killings, arbitrary detention, threats, and disappearances in all
contexts, mandating "prompt, thorough, independent, and effective investigations" into violations with
perpetrator prosecutions (including intellectual authors), prevention via military/police training on media
protections, initial data collection on attacks, and cooperation with Special Rapporteurs—Dbirthing annual
OHCHR violation tallies that by 2025 cataloged 15,000+ incidents and catalyzing 20 embryonic national
action plans while spotlighting peacetime impunity's democracy-decay.

A/HRC/RES/27/6 (September 25, 2014, 86 yes-0 no-14 abstentions) fortified the expression-safety nexus
per ICCPR Atrticle 19, renewed the Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Opinion and Expression's mandate
for deeper country missions and thematic dissections (e.g., surveillance), urged defamation
decriminalization (achieving 30 shifts by 2020), deplored impunity's chilling cascade silencing public
watchdogs—spurring 30+ SR visits and embedding RTI as safety's predicate.

b. Digital and Action-Oriented Resolutions (2016-2018)

A/HRC/RES/33/2 (September 29, 2016, 79-0-13) marked a Snowden-era pivot, enshrining encryption and
anonymity as safety sine qua nons for source protection and secure sourcing, proscribing mass
surveillance absent individualized suspicion, positioning privacy as journalism's oxygen—serving as
blueprint for subsequent digital rights cascades influencing EU GDPR and tech firm codes.
A/HRC/RES/39/6 (September 27, 2018, 95-0-11) represented the apotheosis of action-orientation,
demanding comprehensive national plans against impunity (risk mapping, rapid alert systems, witness
protection), extending non-state actor duties under due diligence, introducing gender-disaggregated data
and women journalist spotlights—gestating OHCHR's Global Database (15K entries by 2025) and 40+
plans (e.g., Jordan, Georgia), transforming rhetoric into measurable benchmarks.

c. Pandemic, Conflict, and SLAPP-Focused Resolutions (2020-2023)

A/HRC/RES/45/19 (October 7, 2020, 84-1-12) emerged from the pandemic crucible, shielding
health/misinfo probes from "infodemic" gags, flagging remote digital harassment and platform liabilities,
urging disinformation counters sans censorship—its 2021 follow-up audited COVID-era jail surges (China
50+, Philippines 30+), presciently anticipating 2024 deepfake plagues.

A/HRC/RES/50/12 (June 24, 2022, 81-0-13) applied a conflict/gender lens, sharpening IHL-compliant
embeds, collateral killing probes, sexual violence vs. women reporters (3x harassment risk), integrating
SR on Violence Against Women—amplifying urgencies post-Ukraine/Gaza.

A/HRC/RES/53/15 (July 11, 2023, consensus) targeted the SLAPP pandemic with judicial training
toolkits, women harassment protocols, early dismissal mechanisms—harmonizing EU Anti-SLAPP
Directive, tracking 1,000+ global filings to stem legal weaponization.



d. Electoral, Al, and Frontier Resolutions (2024-2025)

A/HRC/RES/55/17 (October 11, 2024, consensus) built an electoral/protest bulwark, guaranteeing voter
info flows, pollster embeds, anti-deepfake safeguards—perfectly timed for 2024-26's 70-nation supercycle
where violations surged 40 percent.

A/HRC/RES/59/15 (July 17, 2025, 92-2-10) conquered the Al frontier, imposing platform duties (content
moderation transparency, spyware bans), deepfake verifications, Big Tech subpoenas—directly
responding to post-2024 election deepfakes and Brazil's X-ban saga, extending UNHRC's reach into tech
governance.

e. Special Procedures: Frontline Operationalization and Expertise

Special Procedures constellation operationalizes resolutions on the ground: SR Irene Khan (2020-)
authored 15 tomes, including A/HRC/50/29 killings typology (premeditated "with intent” vs. collateral
"foreseeable™), A/HRC/47/25 surveillance mitigations (end-to-end encryption mandates), A/HRC/53/21
SLAPP remedies (cost-shifting); conducted 40 missions (Mexico 2024, Turkey 2023); issued 1,200 urgent
appeals halting imminent threats. WG Arbitrary Detention delivered 300+ journalist opinions challenging
incarcerations; Violence vs. Women SR exposed gendered troll farms, weaving intersectional protections
into the framework.

f.  UPR Synergies, Dialogues, and Multi-Agency Ecosystem

Universal Periodic Review (UPR) alchemy integrates journalist safety into peer scrutiny: 3rd Cycle (2022-
27) harvested 1,200+ recs—Egypt data-sharing accepted, Saudi independence rebuffed; 4th Cycle (2026-)
forecasts 1,500 more. Interactive Dialogues vivisect crises (2025 dual Ukraine/Gaza panels amplified
survivor voices); UNESCO 2023-27 Action Plan capacitated 30K protectors via trainings; OHCHR
Verification Unit logged 15K entries for trend analysis; annual World Press Freedom Day (May 3)
mobilizes global advocacy. This multi-agency octopus—spanning UN bodies, regional orgs, and NGOs—
multiplies UNHRC's impact, forging pathways from condemnation to compliance.



8. Questions to be Addressed

1.How can states fulfill their "due diligence" obligations to prevent attacks on journalists, ensure thorough
investigations, and prosecute perpetrators—including intellectual authors—with tangible timelines and
independent oversight?

2.Does balance really exist while national security claims with Article 19°s three-part test that country
specific crises like Turkey’s 300+ detentions or Mexico’s 160+ murders?

3.How will UNHRC safeguard encryption, anonymity, and source protection amid rising surveillance,
balancing RTI with privacy under ICCPR Article 19?

4. What mechanisms will end the 85-95% impunity rate for journalist killings, and how should
UNHRC monitor conviction rates through enhanced OHCHR databases and national reporting?

5. Should UNHRC mandate universal decriminalization of defamation and SLAPP dismissal
protocols, with model legislation and judicial training disseminated via UNESCO partnerships?

6. In armed conflicts, how ensure IHL-compliant media access, civilian status protections, and
probes into collateral killings (e.g., Gaza 130+, Ukraine 30+)?

7. What gender-responsive measures address women journalists’ 3x harassment risk, freelancers’
precarity (70% fatalities), and local fixers’ exposure?

8. Does UNHRC need a binding convention, global safety fund, or Al monitoring unit to
operationalize resolutions beyond rhetoric?

9. What binding standards should govern spyware (e.g., Pegasus), deepfakes, and platform
algorithms, including Big Tech transparency mandates and spyware export bans?

10. What due diligence extends to non-state actors like cartels (60% violence), holding states
accountable for acquiescence?
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