
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

Committee: Special Political (SPECPOL) 
 

 

Hello Delegates,   

as your chair Eirini Oikonomopoulou, I would like to welcome you all with pleasure at this 

year's MSKMUN conference.  I am joyed that this year we will all be able to attend the 

conference in presence and not in distance, having overcome COVID-19 related 

difficulties of past years! 

I, as well as my co-chair Gabriele, wish that this will be for all of you a memorable and 

fulfilling experience.  

Finally, good luck to everyone!!  

 

Hello Delegates, as your chair Gabriele Carbone, I wanted to welcome you at this year’s 

MSKMUN conference. We are very happy to have you all here, in person, after these 

hard years! 

I hope that during these days you will have fruitful debates together, consisting of battles 

of policy statements, clauses, amendments and a lot of other interesting things.  

Finally, good luck to everyone and I hope you will always remember this experience!  
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Topic: The question of cultivation of medical cannabis 

 

Timeline of events:  

Cannabis is indigenous to Central Asia and the Indian subcontinent, and its uses for 

fabric and rope dates back to the Neolithic age in China and Japan. It is unclear when 

cannabis first became known for its psychoactive properties. As a case in point, the 

ancient Chinese might have been the first cannabis farmers — and, as far as we know, 

were the first to write about psychoactive marijuana — and yet they may also have 

been the first to reject it as a socially acceptable drug. The rise of Taoism around 600 

BCE brought with it a cultural rejection of intoxicants. Marijuana was then viewed as 

antisocial.  

Muslim societies also have a complex relationship history with marijuana. Hashish 

use spread widely with the expansion of Islam in the seventh century, and remains 

popular today. Early Arabic texts referred to marijuana as the “bush of 

understanding” and the “morsel of thought.” Yet traditional theologians believed 

Mohammed prohibited marijuana use (the Koran [2: 219] prohibits “intoxicants,” but 

how that word should be interpreted is still up for debate). One prominent theologian 

associated marijuana with the dreaded Mongol empire, and many upper-class 

Muslims pushed for prohibition, for fear that marijuana use would disrupt the labor 

force.  

Cannabis was introduced to the New World by the Spaniards in 1530–45. Following 

an 1836–1840 travel in North Africa and the Middle East, French physician Jacques-

Joseph Moreau wrote on the psychological effects of cannabis use. 

 

Cannabis was criminalized in various countries beginning in the 19th century. The 

colonial government of Mauritius banned cannabis in 1840 over concerns on its effect 

on Indian indentured workers; the same occurred in Singapore in 1870. In the United 

States, the first restrictions on sale of cannabis came in 1906 (Columbia). Canada 

criminalized cannabis in The Opium and Narcotic Drug Act, 1923, but eventually 

legalized its consumption for recreational and medicinal purposes in 2018. 

 

In 1925, a compromise was made at an international conference in The Hague about 

the International Opium Convention that banned exportation of "Indian hemp" to 

countries that had prohibited its use, and requiring importing countries to issue 
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certificates approving the importation and stating that the shipment was required 

"exclusively for medical or scientific purposes". 

 

The war on drugs is a global campaign, led by the U.S. federal government, of drug 

prohibition, military aid, and military intervention, with the aim of reducing the 

illegal drug trade in the United States. The initiative includes a set of drug policies that 

are intended to discourage the production, distribution, and consumption of 

psychoactive drugs that the participating governments and the UN have made illegal. 

The term was popularized by the media shortly after a press conference given on June 

18, 1971, by President Richard Nixon during which he declared drug abuse "public 

enemy number one". 

 

"By God we are going to hit the marijuana thing, and I want to hit it right square in 

the puss. … I want to hit it, against legalizing and all that sort of thing." 

 

-Richard Nixon, 37th president of the United States- 

 

In 1972, the Dutch government divided drugs into more- and less-dangerous 

categories, with cannabis being in the lesser category. 

Accordingly, possession of 30 grams or less was made a misdemeanor.  

 

Cannabis has been available for recreational use in coffee shops since 1976. Cannabis 

products are only sold openly in certain local "coffee shops" and possession of up to 5 

grams for personal use is decriminalized, however: the police may still confiscate it, 

which often happens in car checks near the border. Other types of sales and 

transportation are not permitted, although the general approach toward cannabis was 

lenient even before official decriminalization. 

 

Term dictionary: 

 

Cannabis refers to a group of three plants with psychoactive properties, known as 

Cannabis sativa, Cannabis indica, and Cannabis ruderalis. When the flowers of these 

plants are harvested and dried, you’re left with one of the most common drugs in the 

world. Some call it weed, some call it pot, and others call it marijuana. As weed 

becomes legal in more areas, names for it are evolving. Today, more and more people 

are using the term cannabis to refer to weed. Some argue that it’s a more accurate 
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name. Others feel it’s more neutral compared with terms like weed or pot, which some 

people associate with its illegal use. Cannabis is usually consumed for its relaxing and 

calming effects. In some U.S. states, it’s also prescribed to help with a range of medical 

conditions, including chronic pain, glaucoma, and poor appetite. Keep in mind that 

while cannabis comes from a plant and is considered natural, it can still have strong 

effects, both positive and negative. 

Cannabis is made up of more than 120 components, which are known as cannabinoids. 

Experts still aren’t sure what each cannabinoid does, but they have a pretty good 

understanding of two of them, known as cannabidiol (CBD) and 

tetrahydrocannabinol (THC), and each of them has its own uses and effects. 

CBD - it’s the psychoactive cannabinoid, yet it’s non-intoxicating and non-euphoric, 

meaning it won’t get you “high.” It’s often used to help reduce inflammation and pain. 

It may also ease nausea, migraine, seizures, and anxiety. Researchers are still trying to 

fully understand the effectiveness of CBD’s medical use. 

THC - it’s  the main psychoactive compound in cannabis. THC is responsible for the 

“high” that most people associate with cannabis. 

Cannabinoid - a drug that acts on the endocannabinoid system. The cannabis plant 

synthesises many cannabinoids such as THC and CBD 

Cannabis based products for medicinal use - medicinal products containing cannabis 

or cannabinoids derived from the cannabis plant (eg, THC and/or CBD) 

Synthetic cannabinoids for medicinal use - medicinal products containing 

synthetically produced cannabinoids which typically mimic the effects of THC 

Non-medicinal CBD products - products containing CBD that are widely sold as 

herbal remedies but are not regulated as medicinal products 

Non-medicinal cannabis - material from the cannabis plant that is not regulated as a 

medicinal product, widely used for its intoxicating effects 
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Non-medicinal synthetic cannabinoids - synthetic cannabinoids that are not 

structurally related to naturally occurring cannabinoids and are not currently 

recognised for medicinal use (eg, synthetic cannabinoid receptor agonists, which are 

found in products such as “Spice”) 

Countries of major involvement:  

Based on data compiled by the UN of the top 10 marijuana producing countries are: 

1. United States 

2. Morocco 

3. Afghanistan  

4. Mexico  

5. Colombia  

6. Paraguay 

7. Jamaica 

8. Canada 

9. Nigeria   

10. India  
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UN’s Office of Drugs and Crime’s list of the top 10 countries in the world for marijuana 

use.  

1. Iceland: 18.3% 

2. United States: 16.3% 

3. Nigeria: 14.3% 

4. Canada: 12.7% 

5. Chile: 11.83% 

6. France: 11.1% 

7. New Zealand: 11% 

8. Bermuda: 10.9% 

9. Australia: 10.2% 

10. Zambia: 9.5% 

 

 Background information :  
Cannabis has a long and colorful history. The use of cannabis originated in central 

Asia or western China.  

Cannabis has been used for its alleged healing properties for millennia. The first 

documented case of its use dates back to 2800 BC, when it was listed in the Emperor 

Shen Nung (regarded as the father of Chinese medicine) pharmacopeia.  

Therapeutic indications of cannabis are mentioned in the texts of the Indian Hindus, 

Assyrians, Greeks and Romans.  

These texts reported cannabis to treat a vast array of different health problems, 

including arthritis, depression, amenorrhea, inflammation, pain, lack of appetite and 

asthma. 

Hindu legend holds that Shiva, the supreme Godhead of many sects, was given the 

title ‘The Lord of Bhang’, because the cannabis plant was his favorite food. 

 The ancient Hindus thought the medicinal benefits of cannabis were explained by 

pleasing the gods such as Shiva.  

Ancient Hindu texts attribute the onset of fever with the ‘hot breath of the gods’ who 

were angered by the afflicted person's behavior.  
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Using cannabis in religious rites appeases the gods and hence reduces the fever. 

Previous attempts to solve the issue:  
 

The UN established the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs in 1961. This 

Convention aims to combat drug abuse by coordinated international action. There are 

two forms of intervention and control that work together. First, it seeks to limit the 

possession, use, trade in, distribution, import, export, manufacture and production of 

drugs exclusively to medical and scientific purposes. Second, it combats drug 

trafficking through international cooperation to deter and discourage drug traffickers. 

In the list of drugs of the program cannabis was included where it was listed alongside 

specific deadly, addictive opioids, including heroin, recognized as having little to no 

therapeutic purposes. 

 

In reviewing a series of World Health Organization (WHO) recommendations on 

cannabis and its derivatives, the Commission on Narcotic Drugs (CND) zeroed-in on 

the decision to remove cannabis from Schedule IV of the 1961 Single Convention on 

Narcotic Drugs. 

Back in January 2019, WHO unveiled six  recommendations surrounding the listing of 

cannabis in international drug control treaties. While the proposals were presented for 

decision by the CND at its March 2019 session, many countries requested more time 

to study the matter and define their positions, according to news reports.  Therefore, 

the vote followed two years of intensive and detailed consideration. 

Among WHO’s recommendations, it was suggested that cannabidiol (CBD) with 2 

percent or less Tetrahydrocannabinol (THC, the addictive substance) should not be 

subject to international controls. Member States rejected that recommendation for a 

variety of reasons, including some Member States arguing that CBD is not currently 

under international control and there was, thus, no need for action.   

 

The situation today:   

The United Nations' World Drug Report stated that cannabis "was the world's most 

widely produced, trafficked, and consumed drug in the world in 2010", and estimated 

between 128 million and 238 million users globally in 2015. 

The 53 Member States of the CND, the UN’s central drug policy-making body, voted 

to remove cannabis from the Schedule of the Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs – 

http://www.who.int/en/
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where it had been placed for 59 years –  and to which the strictest control measures 

apply, that generally discouraged its use for medical purposes.  

With a vote of 27 in favor, 25 against, and one abstention, the CND has opened the 

door to recognizing the medicinal and therapeutic potential of the drug, although its 

use for non-medical and non-scientific purposes will continue to remain illegal.  

According to news reports, the decision could drive additional scientific research into 

the plant’s medicinal properties. 

 

Regarding the legality worldwide, information is provided by the following map  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Currently, more than 50 countries have adopted medicinal cannabis programmes 

while Canada, Uruguay and 15 US states have legalized its recreational use, with 

Mexico and Luxembourg having political debates as to whether to follow that 

path.CBD has taken on a prominent role in wellness therapies in recent years, and 

sparked a billion-dollar industry. 

 

In the U.S.A., which has played and continues to play a major role regarding the 

general international stance towards drugs and more importantly cannabis, the 

medical use of cannabis is legal with a doctor's recommendation in 36 states, 
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the recreational use of cannabis is legalized in 18 states and others 13 states have 

decriminalized its use.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No national government in the European Union has expressed any support for the 

idea of legalisation of cannabis for recreational use, but there have been discussions 

about reducing penalties for cannabis use-related offences. Members of national 

parliaments who are usually not in government have also proposed draft laws for 

cannabis legalisation. Entities within at least four governing administrations have 

questioned their countries’ legal approach to penalizing cannabis use-related offences 

and considered the possibility of change. 

 

The problem, oversimplified:  

Nowadays, the issue related to cannabis is whether legalizing it or not, and for which 

purposes cannabis should be legal and for which illegal.  

But effectively, which are the benefits and the harms of marijuana?  

The benefits of (medical) cannabis:  
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Since the mid-1990s, 28 states have legalized marijuana for medical uses. But in all that 

time, the benefits of pot have remained hazy. Despite some  showing that it can be 

good for pain and muscle stiffness, many of the claims about what pot can do for other 

ailments — such as epilepsy and irritable bowel syndrome — are based on anecdotal 

evidence and have yet to be scientifically proven. 

For one, the review confirms what previous studies have found: There is “substantial 

evidence” that marijuana is good for treating chronic pain. This is one of the most 

common reasons cited for marijuana’s medical use, particularly in light of the opioid 

painkiller epidemic, which has spawned in part as patients turn to opioids to try to 

treat debilitating pain. The report concludes that marijuana can treat chronic pain. 

And that may allow it to substitute more dangerous, deadlier opioid painkillers. 

The report also found “conclusive evidence” that marijuana is effective for treating 

chemotherapy-induced nausea and vomiting. Coupled with the findings on pain, this 

suggests that marijuana really is a potent treatment for cancer patients in particular, 

who can suffer from debilitating pain and severe nausea as a result of their illness. 

And the report found “substantial evidence” that marijuana can improve patient-

reported multiple sclerosis spasticity symptoms. But it only found “limited evidence” 

for marijuana improving doctor-reported symptoms of this kind. 

Beyond the strongest findings, the report found “moderate evidence” that marijuana 

is effective for “improving short-term sleep outcomes in individuals with sleep 

disturbance associated with obstructive sleep apnea syndrome, fibromyalgia, chronic 

pain, and multiple sclerosis.” It also found “limited evidence” for marijuana’s ability 

to treat appetite and weight loss associated with HIV/AIDS, improving Tourette 

syndrome symptoms, improving anxiety symptoms in individuals with social anxiety 

disorders, and improving PTSD. And there’s “limited evidence” of a correlation 

between marijuana and better outcomes after a traumatic brain injury. 

The report also disproved (or at least cast a lot of doubt) on some of the claimed 

benefits of pot. It found “limited evidence” that marijuana is ineffective for treating 

symptoms associated with dementia and glaucoma, as well as depressive symptoms 

in individuals with chronic pain or multiple sclerosis. 
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And it found “no or insufficient evidence” for marijuana as a treatment for cancers, 

cancer-associated anorexia, irritable bowel syndrome, epilepsy, spasticity in patients 

with paralysis due to spinal cord injury, amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, Huntington’s 

disease, Parkinson’s disease, dystonia, drug addiction, and schizophrenia. This 

doesn’t mean that marijuana can’t treat any of these — some patients, who are 

prescribed pot for these ailments today, will swear that marijuana helped treat their 

epilepsy, for example — but that there’s just not enough evidence so far to evaluate 

the claims. 

Overall, the report suggests that, as far as therapeutic benefits go, marijuana is a solid 

treatment for multiple symptoms associated with chronic pain, chemotherapy-

induced nausea and vomiting, and multiple sclerosis. Everything else, from epilepsy 

to HIV/AIDS, needs more research before pot is more definitively shown to be 

effective or ineffective. 

The harms of cannabis: 

Marijuana is often described as one of the safest drugs out there, in part because it’s 

never been definitively linked to an overdose death and it’s broadly safer than other 

drugs like alcohol, tobacco, cocaine, and heroin. And while the National Academies’ 

report doesn’t find evidence of a marijuana overdose death, it does add a few wrinkles 

to the narrative of marijuana as a safe drug. 

For one, the report finds “substantial evidence” of marijuana’s negative effects for a 

few conditions. For long-term marijuana smokers, there’s a risk of worse respiratory 

symptoms and more frequent chronic bronchitis episodes. For pregnant women who 

smoke pot, there’s a risk of lower birth weight for the baby. For marijuana users in 

general, there’s a greater risk of developing schizophrenia and other psychoses. And 

there’s a link between marijuana use and increased risk of car crashes. 

The report also found “limited evidence” of links between marijuana use and several 

other negative outcomes, including an increased risk of testicular cancer, triggering a 

heart attack, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, and pregnancy complications. 

And it found “moderate” to “limited” evidence that marijuana use might worsen 

symptoms or risk for some mental health issues, including depressive disorders, 

bipolar disorder, suicidal ideation and suicide attempts among heavier users, and 

anxiety disorders, particularly social anxiety disorder among regular users. 
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Besides medical conditions, the report found evidence for some psychosocial 

problems. There’s “moderate evidence” that acute marijuana use impairs learning, 

memory, and attention. There’s “limited evidence” of marijuana use and worse 

outcomes in education, employment, income, and social functioning. 

There was some good news: The report found “moderate evidence” of no link between 

marijuana smoking and lung cancer or marijuana use and head and neck cancers, 

which are commonly linked to tobacco. There was also “moderate evidence” of better 

cognitive performance among individuals with psychotic disorders and a history of 

marijuana use. 

The report, however, couldn’t find sufficient evidence for pot’s links to a lot of 

problems: other types of cancer, an increased chronic risk of heart attack, asthma, later 

outcomes for infants born of mothers that used marijuana during pregnancy, deadly 

pot overdoses, and PTSD. 

With the problems specifically linked to smoking marijuana, it’s worth noting that 

other forms of consumption — vaping and edibles in particular — may not carry the 

same risk. More research will be needed to evaluate that, particularly for vaping. 

The report also found some “substantial evidence” that more pot use can lead to 

problematic marijuana use — what one typically thinks of as excessive use or even 

dependence. It also outlined, with “limited” to “substantial” evidence, some of the 

risk factors for problematic marijuana use, including being male, smoking cigarettes, 

a major depressive order, exposure to combined use of other drugs, and use at an 

earlier age. But it also cited “limited” to “moderate” evidence to rule out a few risk 

factors, including anxiety, personality, and bipolar disorders, adolescent ADHD, and 

alcohol or nicotine dependence. 

It also found “limited” to “moderate” evidence of a correlation between marijuana use 

and use of other illicit drugs. This is the typical evidence cited for the so-called 

“gateway” effect: that marijuana use may lead to the use of harder drugs. 

One caveat to much of the research: correlation is not always causation. For example, 

in the case of the “gateway” effect, other researchers argue that the correlation 

between pot and harder drug use may just indicate that people prone to all sorts of 

drug use only start with marijuana because it’s the cheapest and most accessible of the 

http://www.vox.com/2016/4/29/11528410/cannabis-gateway-drug-theory
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illicit drugs. If cocaine or heroin were cheaper and more accessible, there’s a good 

chance people would start with those drugs first. 

Still, the bottom line is that marijuana does pose some harms — particularly for people 

at risk of developing mental health disorders, pregnant women, those vulnerable to 

respiratory problems, and anyone getting into a car. And while some of these harms 

may be overcome by marijuana’s benefits or curtailed by consuming pot without 

smoking it, the evidence shows that weed’s reputation as a safe drug is undeserved.                 

Possible solutions:  

● Could more extensive research lead to a collective decision regarding whether 

member states should legalize cannabis or not? 

● Should there be stricter control and monitoring of cannabis crops and 

production? 

● Could taxing affect or be a way to control cannabis production and sales? 
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Treaties on the matter: 

Generally, the matter of legalization of cannabis use is upon each state individually 

and there are not collective treaties. 

 

There is no harmonized EU law on cannabis use. The criminal or administrative 

response to drug use offenses is the responsibility of EU Member States, not of the 

European Union. According to Article 168 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the 

European Union (TFEU), ‘The Union shall complement the Member States’ action in 

reducing drugs-related health damage, including information and prevention.’ There 

is some EU law affecting cannabis trafficking offenses. With regard to drug trafficking, 

the European Union does have legislative competence to ‘establish minimum rules 

concerning the definition of criminal offenses and sanctions in the areas of particularly 

serious crime with a cross-border dimension’, which specifically includes illicit drug 

trafficking. 
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  Sources: 

 

https://www.sydney.edu.au/lambert/medicinal-cannabis/history-of-

cannabis.html 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Medical_cannabis 

https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/adhoc/cannabis-

legislation-europe_en 

https://disa.com/map-of-marijuana-legality-by-state 

https://news.un.org/en/story/2020/12/1079132 

 

 

 

                

  

https://www.sydney.edu.au/lambert/medicinal-cannabis/history-of-cannabis.html
https://www.sydney.edu.au/lambert/medicinal-cannabis/history-of-cannabis.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Medical_cannabis
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/adhoc/cannabis-legislation-europe_en
https://www.emcdda.europa.eu/publications/adhoc/cannabis-legislation-europe_en
https://disa.com/map-of-marijuana-legality-by-state
https://news.un.org/en/story/2020/12/1079132
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Topic: Regulation of civil drones 

Timeline of events: 

 

The earliest recorded use of an unmanned aerial vehicle for warfighting occurred in 

July 1849, serving as a balloon carrier in the first offensive use of 6air power in naval 

aviation. Austrian forces besieging Venice attempted to launch some 200 incendiary 

balloons at the besieged city. 

 

Significant development of drones started in the early 1900s, and originally focused 

on providing practice targets for training military personnel. 

Initially meant as an uncrewed plane that would carry an explosive payload to a 

predetermined target, the first scaled remote piloted vehicle was developed by film 

star and model-airplane enthusiast Reginald Denny in 1935. 

In 1959, the U.S. Air Force, concerned about losing pilots over hostile territory, began 

planning for the use of uncrewed aircraft.Within days, a highly classified UAV 

program started under the code name of "Red Wagon". 

 

With the maturing and miniaturization of applicable technologies in the 1980s and 

1990s, interest in UAVs grew within the higher echelons of the U.S. military. In the 

European Union, CAPECON (Civil UAV Applications and Economic Effectivity of 

Potential Configuration Solutions) was established: a project to develop UAVs, 

running from 1 May 2002 to 31 December 2005. 

 

Term dictionary: 

 

Drone: it refers to any aircraft or rotorcraft that is designed to be operated remotely 

and without the possibility of direct human intervention from within or on the aircraft. 

Those that are commonly used by consumers for recreational flying typically are of 

limited size and range and are flown at altitudes lower than the altitudes typically 

flown by general aviation and airliner aircraft. 

 

Federal Aviation Administration (FAA): a branch of the department of transportation 

in a United States-based government organization that focuses on aviation 
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regulations. The FAA is responsible for the United States and its surrounding 

international waters. 

 

Controlled airspace: it refers to defined areas of airspace where the FAA controls or 

limits air traffic activity.  

 

Authorization: a permission granted by the FAA that allows an aircraft operator to 

deviate from a specific regulation. This permission is typically allowed for a specific 

operation, or for a limited number of operations, and for specific periods of time. 

 

Unmanned Aircraft System (UAS): it’s a combination of an unmanned aircraft (UA), 

a ground-based controller for the aircraft, and the communications system that 

connects the two. Drones that are commonly used for recreational purposes and for 

commercial operations under part 107 (operations that concerns aircrafts with a 

weight lower than 25 kilograms) typically use line-of-sight radio communications to 

link the controller and the aircraft, and this link may be compromised or lost due to 

distance, intervening obstacles, or electromagnetic interference. 

 

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle (UAV): A term that means the same as drone or unmanned 

aircraft. This is not a term used by the FAA, but it is a term commonly used by drone 

manufacturers. 

 

LOS: line of sight  

 

Visual Line of Sight (‘VLOS’): these operations are a type of UAS operation in which 

the remote pilot maintains continuous, unaided visual contact with the unmanned 

aircraft. In its simplest term, the aircraft must always be visible to the pilot.   

 

Beyond Visual Line of Sight (‘BVLOS’): is a term relating to the operation of UAVs 

and drones at distances outside the normal visible range of the pilot. BVLOS drone 

operations provide numerous advantages over regular line-of-sight flying. 
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Countries of major involvement: 
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Background information:  

 

The concept of drones may well date back to 1849, when Austria attacked Venice using 

unmanned balloons stuffed with explosives. Austrian forces, who were besieging 

Venice at the time, launched around 200 of these incendiary balloons over the city. 

Each balloon carried anywhere between 24 (11 kg) to 30 (14 kg) pounds of bombs. 

Once in position, these bombs were dropped from their carrier balloons to wreak 

havoc on the city below. Fortunately for the Venetians, only one bomb found its mark, 

as most of the balloons were blown off-course due to a sudden change in wind 

direction.  

As innovative as this event was in the field of military technology, the use of balloons 

does not really meet the current definition of drones, especially military drones, as we 

have seen above. 

That being said, it is very interesting to see the basic concept of drones was being 

considered by military technologists more than 170 years ago. It is this kind of 

thinking that would drive drone technological development over the coming 

centuries and decades.  

The evolution of drones can be described with these pictures. 

 

Previous attempts to solve the issue: 

The European Union has established the following 

regulations which set out the framework for the safe 

operation of civil drones in the European skies: 

2019/947 and 2019/945. 

They adopt a risk-based approach, and as such, do not 

distinguish between leisure or commercial civil drone 

activities. What they consider is the weight and the 

specifications of the civil drone and the operation it is 

intended to conduct. 

Regulation (EU) 2019/947, which is applicable since 31 

December 2020 in all EU Member States. 

The ‘open’ category addresses the lower-risk civil drone operations in , where safety 

is ensured provided the civil drone operator complies with the relevant requirements 

for its intended operation. This category is subdivided into three subcategories, 

http://www.ctie.monash.edu/hargrave/rpav_home.html#Beginnings
http://www.ctie.monash.edu/hargrave/rpav_home.html#Beginnings
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namely A1, A2 and A3. Operational risks in the ‘open’ category are considered low 

and, therefore, no operational authorisation is required before starting a flight. 

The ‘specific’ category covers riskier civil drone operations, where safety is ensured 

by the drone operator by obtaining an operational authorisation from the national 

competent authority before starting the operation. To obtain the operational 

authorisation, the drone operator is required to conduct a risk assessment, which will 

determine the requirements necessary for the safe operation of the civil drone(s). 

In the ‘certified’ category, the safety risk is considerably high; therefore, the 

certification of the drone operator and its drone, as well as the licensing of the remote 

pilot(s), is always required to ensure safety. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The situation today: 

It is shown that the UAVs market has made a transition from a stage of studying 

technologies to commercial operation and implementation of finished products. 

Nowadays it is at the stage of rapid growth. However, a global market for cargo UAVs 

and commercial services on their basis for transporting bulky goods is still at the early 

stage of commercial development. At the same time, the trend for the development of 

cargo UAVs with the large carrying capacity corresponds to the analysis results of the 

global air cargo market. 
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First of all, it should be noted that the civil sector of the world unmanned aerial 

vehicles (UAVs market), as well as markets of separate countries, is still being formed. 

It is at the development stage, socalled “primary concentration”, characterized as 

immature. The next stage of the development is 2022– 2025. Their main features will 

be large-scale application of drones for commercial purposes, and the expansion of 

their functionality. In this regard, the participants in this market will find solutions for 

new problems. In particular, market regulators should be “adapted” to the new 

reality, and manufacturers should develop technologies that maximize the efficiency 

of drones. Also it should be noted that such problems as insufficient  

Primary data due to the limited free access to reports of specialized organizations, as 

well as significantly different sources of assessments of the state and development of 

this market makes conducting study of the global civil drone market difficult. 
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The problem oversimplified:  

The use of drones in the civilian context involves a series of problems among which 

various issues of a purely legal nature assume particular importance. 

Although the first cases of use of these devices concerned the military sector and police 

purposes, these instruments are experiencing a path of progressive domestication and 

naturalization, thanks to their considerable functional versatility: the technical 

characteristics they are equipped with (mobility in space ; equipped with sensors and 

high-tech devices; perspective view given by the height; reduced dimensions; 

digitization of the recorded information) make them extremely versatile and suitable 

for use in the most disparate fields. 

 

Precisely with regard to these infinite potentials and the chances of growth and 

development, remotely piloted aircraft have been defined as a truly transformation 

technology, which requires constant attention also by national and European 

legislators, in order to reach regulation. 

adequate use of their use that also takes into 

account the opportunities for economic and 

technological growth. 

 

According to the International Civil Aviation 

Organization (ICAO4), a remotely piloted 

aircraft system (here referred to as a "drone") is 

a set of elements including a remotely piloted 

aircraft, related remote piloting stations, 

controls and connections control as well as all 

other system elements that may be required at any time during a flight operation. 

 

Possible solutions:  

● Would a UN establishment with branches to each member state be able to 

monitor drone flights? 

● What changes could be done regarding civil drones legislation? 

● Should citizens obtain a license and permit to be able to use civil drones? 
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Treaties on the matter:  

The diverse capabilities demonstrated by drones have solidified UAVs as a key aspect 

of contemporary technological 

advancement. Legislation governing 

drone use, while diverse in scope and 

application, has struggled to keep pace 

with advancements in the field. 

 

It is found that approaches to regulation 

differ dramatically across the globe, but 

the elements of regulation are largely the same from country to country, with wide 

ranges on the level of restrictiveness of each element that is often dictated by whether 

a country favors the promotion of new technology or a safety-first approach. The 

standard example of national drone regulation tends to have the following four 

elements:  

1. pilot’s license  

2. aircraft registration  

3. restricted zones  

4. insurance. 

 

In looking at the variation in these four components of regulations across countries,  

six broad approaches to national commercial drone regulation become apparent:  

1. Outright Ban: Countries do not allow drones at all for commercial use.  

      2. Effective ban: Countries have a formal process for commercial drone licensing,  

but requirements are either impossible to meet or licenses do not appear to have  

been approved.  

       3. Requirement for constant VLOS: A drone must be operated within the pilot’s 

VLOS, thus limiting potential range. 

       4. Experimental uses of beyond visual line of sight (BVLOS): With certain 

restrictions and pilot ratings, exceptions to the constant VLOS requirement are 

possible.     

   5. Permissive: Countries have enacted relatively unrestricted legislation in 

commercial drone use. These countries have a body of regulation that may give 
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operational guidelines or require licensing, 

registration, and insurance, but upon following 

proper procedures it is straightforward to 

operate a commercial delivery  

drone.  

        6. Wait-and-see: Countries have enacted 

little, if any, drone-related legislation and 

monitor the outcomes of other countries’ 

regulations. 
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Sources: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Unmanned_aerial_vehicle 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Regulation_of_unmanned_aerial_vehicles 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QyKH93hKLwQ 

https://builtin.com/drones 

https://interestingengineering.com/a-brief-history-of-drones-the-remote-

controlled-unmanned-aerial-vehicles-

uavs#:~:text=Some%20of%20the%20earliest%20military%20drones%20a

ppeared%20in%20the%20mid%2D1850s&text=The%20concept%20of%20

drones%20may,incendiary%20balloons%20over%20the%20city. 

https://www.wvxu.org/local-news/2020-10-12/as-drones-become-more-

common-privacy-concerns-arise 

 

 

 

 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Unmanned_aerial_vehicle
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Regulation_of_unmanned_aerial_vehicles
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https://interestingengineering.com/a-brief-history-of-drones-the-remote-controlled-unmanned-aerial-vehicles-uavs#:~:text=Some%20of%20the%20earliest%20military%20drones%20appeared%20in%20the%20mid%2D1850s&text=The%20concept%20of%20drones%20may,incendiary%20balloons%20over%20the%20city
https://interestingengineering.com/a-brief-history-of-drones-the-remote-controlled-unmanned-aerial-vehicles-uavs#:~:text=Some%20of%20the%20earliest%20military%20drones%20appeared%20in%20the%20mid%2D1850s&text=The%20concept%20of%20drones%20may,incendiary%20balloons%20over%20the%20city
https://interestingengineering.com/a-brief-history-of-drones-the-remote-controlled-unmanned-aerial-vehicles-uavs#:~:text=Some%20of%20the%20earliest%20military%20drones%20appeared%20in%20the%20mid%2D1850s&text=The%20concept%20of%20drones%20may,incendiary%20balloons%20over%20the%20city
https://www.wvxu.org/local-news/2020-10-12/as-drones-become-more-common-privacy-concerns-arise
https://www.wvxu.org/local-news/2020-10-12/as-drones-become-more-common-privacy-concerns-arise
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Topic: Far Left extremism 

Timeline of events :  

Today the terms “left wing” and “right wing” are used as symbolic labels for liberals 

and conservatives, but they were originally coined in reference to the physical seating 

arrangements of politicians during the French Revolution.  

The split dates to the summer of 1789, when members of the French National 

Assembly met to begin drafting a constitution. The delegates were deeply divided 

over the issue of how much authority King Louis XVI should have, and as the debate 

raged, the two main factions each staked out territory in the assembly hall. The anti-

royalist revolutionaries seated themselves to the presiding officer’s left, while the 

more conservative, aristocratic supporters of the monarchy gathered to the right.  

“I tried to sit in different parts of the hall and not to adopt any marked spot, so as to 

remain more the master of my opinion,” one right-wing baron wrote, “but I was 

compelled absolutely to abandon the left or else be condemned always to vote alone 

and thus be subjected to jeers from the galleries.” 

The divisions only continued during the 1790s, when newspapers began making 

reference to the progressive “left” and traditionalist “right” of the French assembly. 

The distinctions later vanished for several years during the reign of Napoleon 

Bonaparte, but with the Bourbon Restoration and the beginning of a constitutional 

monarchy in 1814, liberal and conservative representatives once again took up their 

respective posts on the left and right of the legislative chamber. By the mid-19th 

century, “left” and “right” had entered the French vernacular as shorthand for 

opposing political ideologies.  

Political parties even began self-identifying as “center left,” “center right,” “extreme 

left” and “extreme right.” 

France’s “left” and “right” labels filtered out to the rest of the world during the 1800s, 

but they weren’t common in English-speaking countries until the early 20th century. 

The terms are now used to describe the opposing ends of the political spectrum, but 

their origins are still evident in the seating arrangements of many legislative bodies.  

Throughout the 19th century, the main line dividing Left and Right was between 

supporters of the French republic and those of the monarchy's privileges. The June 

Days uprising during the Second Republic was an attempt by the Left to re-assert 

itself after the 1848 Revolution, but only a small portion of the population supported 

this. 
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In the mid-19th century,  nationalism,  socialism,  democracy  and anti-

clericalism  became key features of the French Left. 

 

The influential Communist Manifesto by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, published 

amidst the wave of revolutions of 1848 across Europe, asserted that all of human 

history is defined by class struggle. 

The International Workingmen's Association (1864–1876), sometimes called the First 

International, brought together delegates from many different countries, with many 

different views about how to reach a classless and stateless society. 

 

It is worth discussing the actions of some of the more violent leftist terrorist 

organizations.Europe Greece’s deadliest terrorist group, November 17, emerged in 

1975 with the assassination of Richard Welsh, the Central Intelligence Agency's station 

chief in Athens. Since then they have murdered Greeks, Turks, and Americans and 

have attacked several targets, including an antitank rocket blast at a Citibank branch. 

The group’s ideologies are ultra leftist and nationalistic, and it’s named for the day in 

1973 when the then-ruling military junta crushed a student uprising in Athens 

(Becatoros, 1998). 

November 17’s 1999 targets included rocket attacks on a building that housed 

shipping firms and banks in the Greek port of Piraeus, causing damage but no injuries. 

The Revolutionary Nucleus of the group killed a woman and injured a man when they 

bombed the International Hotel in Athens in protest of the NATO bombing of 

Yugoslavia (Reuters, May 5, 1999). 

 

The most active domestic leftist terrorist group in Turkey has been the Revolutionary 

People’s Liberation Party, which operates under the name Dev-Sol, meaning 

revolutionary left. Formed in 1978, the group’s stated goals are to combat imperialist 

forces, kill dozens of Turkish military and civilian officials, and kill western military 

staff stationed in the country (Zeidler, 1996). In 1996 the group assassinated two 

Turkish businessmen in retaliation for the deaths of two of their members in prison. 

They claimed the prisoners were beaten to death by their guards (Mater, 1996). 

 

In 1997 hundreds of ELN terrorists attacked the town of Cubara in eastern Colombia, 

destroying the police headquarters, killing five police officers and three civilians, and 

kidnapping two other officers. Three of the terrorists died in the raid (Arm the Spirit,  
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1997b). In May 1999 the ELN entered a church in La Maria while services were being 

conducted and took 160 people hostage. These were added to the hostages they took 

after hijacking an Avianca airliner on April 12, 1999. Seventeen days after the May  

kidnapping, the ELN was still holding 20 church members and 24 airline victims 

captive (The Associated Press, 1999). 

 

Term dictionary:  

Extremism: a concept used to describe religious, social or political belief systems that 

exist substantially outside of belief systems more broadly accepted in society (i.e., 

“mainstream” beliefs). Extreme ideologies often seek radical changes in the nature of 

government, religion or society. Extremism can also be used to refer to the radical 

wings of broader movements, such as the anti-abortion movement or the 

environmental movement. Not every extremist movement is “bad”—the abolitionist 

movement is one example of an extreme movement that had admirable goals—but 

most extremist movements exist outside of the mainstream because many of their 

views or tactics are objectionable. 

Antifa: it is a contraction of the word “anti-fascist.” It was coined in Germany in the 

1960s and 1970s by a network of groups that spread across Europe to confront right-

wing extremists, according to Mr. Pitcavage. A similar movement was seen in the 

1980s in the United States and has re-emerged recently  as the “alt-right” has risen to 

prominence. For some so-called antifa members, the goal is to physically confront 

white supremacists. 

Domestic Terrorism: Terrorism is a pre-planned act or attempted act of significant 

violence by one or more non-state actors in order to further an ideological, social or 

religious cause, or to harm perceived opponents of such causes. Significant violent 

acts can include bombings or use of other weapons of mass destruction, assassinations 

and targeted killings, shooting sprees, arsons and firebombings, kidnappings and 

hostage situations and, in some cases, armed robberies. Domestic terrorism consists of 

acts or attempted acts of terrorism in which the perpetrators are citizens or permanent 

residents of the country in which the act takes place and are not members or agents of 

foreign or international terrorist organizations. 

Radical left:  is a term that refers collectively to people who hold left-wing political 

views that are considered extreme, such as supporting or working to establish 

communism, Marxism, Maoism, socialism, anarchism, or other forms of 

https://www.nytimes.com/2017/08/14/us/who-were-the-counterprotesters-in-charlottesville.html
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/left-wing
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/communism
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/marxism
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/maoism
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/socialism
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/anarchism
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anticapitalism. The radical left is sometimes called the far left. The term does not refer 

to any official political party or coalition of people, and it can encompass a broad range 

of political beliefs. Whether someone is considered a member of the radical left 

depends on who’s using the term and for what purpose. 

The word left is used in politics to refer to liberal or left-wing political views and 

collectively to the people who hold such views. Members of the left wing are generally 

thought to be those who support measures of progressive political reform, especially 

to address what they see as widespread social inequality, such as through the 

institution of federal social welfare programs. 

In the term radical left, the word radical is used to mean extreme in the sense of 

holding extreme political views. Members of the radical left are thought to support or 

actively work for more extreme reforms or even revolution to fundamentally change 

or overthrow the existing political and economic systems. 

Someone considered a member of the radical left can be called a radical leftist. The 

word leftist is often used by itself to mean the same thing—someone with more 

extreme political beliefs than someone considered a liberal (though the terms leftist 

and liberal are often used interchangeably). It’s more likely for someone to apply the 

label leftist to themselves than radical leftist. 

That’s because radical left and radical leftist are often used in a disparaging way by 

those with right-wing views to criticize members of the left wing and their positions. 

The terms are especially used in this way to exaggerate such views by making them 

seem more extreme or dangerous. 

Still, some people identify as members of the radical left or as radical leftists, especially 

as a way to highlight their opposition to right-wing politics. 

Radical left can also be used as an adjective to refer to things related to this group, as 

in radical left ideology. 

  

https://www.dictionary.com/browse/anticapitalist
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/coalition
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/left
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/liberal
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/progressive
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/radical
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/extreme
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/leftist
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/disparaging
https://www.dictionary.com/browse/ideology
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Countries of major involvement:  
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Background information:  

There is a bewildering variety of far-left groups operating in Europe, but experts tend 

to distinguish broadly between three categories: communists who adhere to the 

teachings of Marx and Lenin, anarchists, and so-called "autonomous" 

radicals who tend to be connected with squats like the Rote Flora in Hamburg or 

Copenhagen's famous Christiana. Germany's Interior Ministry says that the 

number of communists is decreasing slightly while the other two groups are growing. 

The ministry also holds "autonomous" radicals responsible for the majority of the 

violence. Some left-wing radical movements define themselves through 

their opposition to, and their acts of self-defense against, radical right-wing groups. 

These include Sweden's Revolutionary Front and Greece's Conspiracy of the Fire 

Cells. 

 

What unites left-wing radicals, according to the German Interior Ministry, is "the 

rejection of the capitalist system as a whole." The ministry adds that far-left radicals 

define capitalism not just as an economic system, narrowly understood, but as a whole 

complex of things including social inequity, the "destruction" of living space in cities, 

war, right-wing extremism, racism and environmental destruction. 

 

But those participating in the violence in Hamburg may have been so-called "riot 

tourists," interested only in destruction for destruction's sake. An informal poll of 

protestors by the German edition of Vice magazine, just before the summit, found that 

the majority were unfamiliar with the most basic facts concerning the G20 as 

institution. 

 

Previous attempts to solve the issue:  

The UN has established a convention against terrorism, therefore including far left 

extremism and violent acts stemming from it. 

The UN Office of Counter-Terrorism (UNOCT) was designated by the Secretary-

General as the main focal point of the UN System for preventing and countering 

violent extremism (PCVE) conducive to terrorism. UNOCT coordinates and 

complements the work of UN agencies in countries where they are supporting 

Member States in developing PCVE strategies and plans of action or related legislative 

and policy frameworks. 
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UNOCT provides capacity-building support to Member States and regional 

organizations on a broad range of PCVE issues. 

The main focus of the Working Group is to promote coordination and coherence in 

the work of the Global Compact entities, within their respective mandate, to support 

the PCVE efforts of Member States, with respect for human rights and the rule of law 

as the fundamental basis, in line with international law, including human rights, 

humanitarian refugee law, and with an essential focus on gender equality and youth 

empowerment. 

National and Regional PCVE plans of action are practical frameworks to address the 

drivers of violent extremism conducive to terrorism through a comprehensive, 

multidisciplinary and coordinated approach. UNOCT’s Global PCVE policy 

assistance programme facilitates “all-of-UN” assistance to support requesting 

Member States and regional organizations in the design, development, and 

implementation of such action plans. 

 

UNOCT is actively engaged in supporting requesting Member States in Central Asia, 

South-East Asia and West Africa and will expand its support to Member States in the 

Horn of Africa and South Asia in the future. This support is guided by the “Reference 

Guide on Developing National and Regional Action Plans to Prevent Violent 

Extremism” released in September 2018. 

 

The UN has also released a Plan of Action to Prevent Violent Extremism. 

In the Plan, the UN Secretary-General calls for a comprehensive approach 

encompassing not only essential security-based counter-terrorism measures but also 

systematic preventive steps to address the underlying conditions that drive 

individuals to radicalize and join violent extremist groups. 

 

The Plan is an appeal for concerted action by the international community. It 

provides more than 70 recommendationsPDF to Member States and the United 

Nations System to prevent the further spread of violent extremism. 

 

The situation today:  

Left-wing extremists are still active, not only in the U.S., but around the world. While 

these leftist groups serve different purposes, they all have an underlying theme of 

replacing the existing political system and removing class labels. Some even aim to 

carve out new nations within the US. Although the FBI reports that right-wing 
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extremists are more of a concern today than left-wing extremists, they also 

acknowledge that left wing extremism still exists and should not be ignored. 

As David Rapoport has stated, terrorism comes in waves. Left-wing terrorism was 

highly active in the 19060’s to the mid-1980’s, after which right-wing terrorism became 

active. This suggests that left-wing terrorism will become more active in the coming 

years. Due to the fact that left-wing extremists are more likely to be educated and from 

urban areas, they are better able to effectively organize demonstrations and attacks 

than their right-wing counterparts. 

 

One of the more active left-wing groups in the US today is ANTIFA. ANTIFA’s main 

ideology is rooted in the antifascist movement, which was first seen under Hitler’s 

rule in Nazi Germany. Today, the antifascist movement is violent and threatening to 

society at large. ANTIFA members attend alt-right movements and demonstrations in 

order to protest and put an end to “alt right messages of hate.”  ANTIFA leaders have 

called for violence in order to confront conservative groups, often putting innocent 

people in danger. Some of their tactics include burning cars, attacking right-wing 

protestors, and destroying property/businesses. 

 

ANTIFA does not have a clear, hierarchical structure, bringing us back to one of the 

main characteristics of left-wing groups; anyone can join and participate as long as 

they support the cause. There are times when ANTIFA members will call for non-

members to meet them at rallies in order to protest against right-wing conservatives. 

 

Left-wing extremist groups are primarily operating under capitalist systems where 

they believe that there are inexpressive amounts of marginalization and inequality at 

the hands of the current political party. These groups often attend right-wing 

conservative rallies in order to violently protest and oppose right-wing hate rhetoric. 

 

As mentioned earlier, left-wing groups do not discriminate against members and 

believe that anyone who believes in their antifascist cause can join their movement. 

There are no religious undertones, making this group very diverse and fluid in their 

recruitment. Left-wing groups also utilize social media in order to attract individuals 

to their movement. They will often call on others to join their cause, recruiting 

individuals who may feel marginalized or disgruntled with their current political 

climate. 
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Is far-left violence on the rise? Indications say yes. Europol's most recent EU terrorism 

report noted a "sharp increase" in left-wing and anarchist terrorist attacks from 2015 

to 2016, although it also determined that the "operational capabilities of the groups 

remained low." That tallies with figures from the German Interior Ministry, which 

found that the number of violent left-wing extremists in the country increased by ten 

percent last year, although the recorded acts of left-wing violence went down. Expect 

the figures for Germany in 2017 to rise because of the violence surrounding the G20 

summit. 

 

It's also worth noting that not all types of far-left extremists are considered equally 

violent. Europol concluded that "anarchist groups and individuals tended to be more 

violent than those belonging to left-wing extremist movements." 

 

The problem oversimplified:  

Twenty-five years after Norberto Bobbio's essay on “Right and Left”, a precious 

crossroads for the discussion on contemporaneity or on the decline of the right / left 

distinction, the question of whether right and left still have meaning is increasingly 

topical. In fact, the overcoming of this conceptual couple is one of the ideas-strength 

that gave rise to the birth and affirmation of new movements and political parties that 

refuse to define themselves on the basis of this distinction (among the most striking 

cases the Italian one of the Cinquestelle Movement ), while today's right and left often 

seem to exchange traditional roles: with a right increasingly popular in language and 

consensus and a left that interprets elite thinking better, with the free-market right 

calling for radical changes - less state, fewer constraints for economic activity - and the 

reformist left that becomes conservative - of the welfare systems, of the State, the direct 

protagonist of economic life ... On the other hand, the loss of meaning, at least of 

universal meaning, of the concepts of right and left is to a large extent an objective and 

also physiological datum, linked both to the emergence of great unpublished issues - 

one for all the environmental problem the - impossible to decline politically according 

to this distinction, both at the end of a very long era in which Europe, where these 

categories took shape and have long impregnated historical events, was the - 

economic, geopolitical - center of global political reality. Thus, these two words sound 

completely inappropriate today to define protagonists of the new century extraneous 

to European geography and history. The Chinese regime is left or right?  
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And yet, even remaining within the geographical and temporal horizon of Europe in 

the past two centuries, it is not true that left and right have been unequivocally distinct 

fields, separated by clear and insuperable borders. In a 2001 essay entitled 

"LesDreyfusardssous l'Occupation", Simon Epstein showed for example that for 

France in the first half of the twentieth century this assumption does not stand the test 

of historical facts, disproved by the numerous cases of socialists, radicals, republicans 

who all at the beginning of the century they participated in the mobilization in defense 

of Captain Dreyfus - almost a "coming-of-age novel" of the French left - and forty years 

later they supported, sometimes with roles of direct political and institutional 

involvement - pro-Nazi collaborationism in Vichy France. Epstein's thesis on the 

inconsistency of the historiographical cliché that sees "two France", left and right, 

irremediably and irreconcilably opposed from the French Revolution onwards, can 

also be applied with good approximation to a more general dichotomy: the one that 

tells the left and the right as two completely incommunicable spheres of ideological, 

political and cultural belonging. 

 

Of course, the general phenomenon of the passages from red to black cannot be 

explained only by recognizing the "elective affinities" - cultural, ideological, dictated 

by the common social typology of many of its protagonists: "rebellious" young 

bourgeois - who had linked from the end of the nineteenth century left and radical 

right. It was also determined by events of "great history". In particular, its various 

waves come in the aftermath of the ruinous falls of the left: this was the case after the 

trauma of the First World War, which had forced the socialist movement to 

"nationalize" by showing that the idea of nation still mobilized the masses of more 

than the idea of class, and that for many young socialist militants who became soldiers 

it was also a painful personal trauma; this was the case in Italy in the early 90s after 

the "execution" of the Socialist Party by judicial procedure. 

there are no general outcomes, which are difficult to reduce to homogeneous criteria. 

In some cases, the passages from red to black concern political personalities who, with 

their frontier reflections, anticipated new visions that later became the heritage of the 

left itself: the national dimension as an indispensable horizon for socialist action; the 

necessary autonomy of the union from the party; the goal of a radical correction of 

capitalism but without its "overcoming; the theme of the "open society" against an 

excessive weight of the state. In many, they recall personal events that see a 

progressive sliding from purely revisionist intentions and positions towards 

culturally irreversible changes in the field and sometimes marked by tragic drifts. In 
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still others, the itinerary is round-trip, the approach to the radical right represents a 

parenthesis in political biographies that begin and end on the left. Thus, paying 

attention to individual biographies reduces the risk of overlapping the variety of 

itineraries and motivations that populate the general phenomenon of the passages 

from red to black, hastily unifying explanations: for example, not all Socialist 

Revolutionaries who approached nationalism at the beginning of the Twentieth 

century will become fascists, not all fascists with a socialist past passed from 

nationalism. 

The privileged, though not exclusive, places of the twentieth-century passages from 

red to black were France and Italy. Because here, as mentioned, that figure of the 

"engagé" intellectual who was the recurrent protagonist of these passages acted with 

greater force and more widespread presence in the affair of the socialist parties and 

trade unions, and here that revolutionary right was formed and affirmed that in terms 

of language, the ability to evoke cathartic transformations, it operated on a symbolic 

terrain that was close to and directly competing with that of more radical socialism. 

Finally, French and Italian were also the main historical occasions that nourished, as 

powerful catalysts, the changes from the socialist left to the right: from 1920 the rise 

and then 20 years of Mussolini's dictatorship, from 1940 to the Liberation France 

fascists of the Vichy regime, in the 90s the diaspora of Italian socialists merged after 

the traumatic end of their party in the Berlusconian right. 

 

The latter can be considered the final stage in the twentieth-century history of the 

passages of the field from left to right: a page that not only chronologically closes the 

last century, but coincides - in the aftermath of the collapse of the Soviet Union - with 

the definitive fall of ideologies. totalizing (and often totalitarian) that have marked a 

large part of its course. It is a story with no real conclusions. The only one is in the 

index of names: it demonstrates that the relative indeterminacy of the boundaries 

between left and right is not new today, as is often claimed. It was born a long time 

ago, it was born at the end of the nineteenth century, therefore just a century after the 

baptism of the two categories of left and right. It was born when the right discarded 

the clothes of representation only for the social and economic elites. When the right, 

even before being populist, became popular: a change, yes, that did not stop with the 

end of the twentieth century. 

The other story is that, very abundant, of the ex-communists who have become public 

censors of Stalinism and of communist ideology in general: the "heretics and 

renegades" of Isaac Deutscher's autobiographical essay, who will almost always attest 
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to anti-totalitarian positions and therefore incompatible with far-right movements and 

thoughts. The list of "heretics and renegades" includes excellent names of twentieth-

century European culture: George Orwell, Boris Souvarine, André Malraux, André 

Gide, Ignazio Silone, Stephen Spender. Up to Arthur Koestler, author of the novel 

"Dark at noon" - published in 1940 - in which the discovery of the irreparably 

dehumanizing nature of communism is projected into the detailed and dramatic 

description of the perverse mechanisms of the trial and of the "liquidation" of a 

dissident Bolshevik leader by the Stalinist power. To this same story belongs the wave 

of left-wing intellectuals in Western Europe linked or in any case close to the 

Communist parties who, in 1956, after the invasion of rebel Hungary by Soviet troops, 

publicly separated from the "home" and very often also from the communist idea. 

 

Both events - the passages from black to red, the radical and irrevocable escapes from 

an initial faith in communism as a messianic hope of social emancipation - have little 

in common with those recounted here, except for one aspect: they too recall the time 

same individual paths and themes of collective reflection. In the first case, the choice 

of the left as the only political and cultural field, in particular after the Second World 

War and the tragic fall of the fascisms, in which to practice “revolutionary” values 

and objectives or in any case of radical social change. In the second, the 

acknowledgment and denunciation of the anti-humanitarian spirit of realized 

communism, in the name of the rejection of a general idea - canceling the singularity 

of individuals in projects of totalitarian society - which, as Hannah Arendt taught, was 

the common sign of the twentieth-century totalitarianisms, both "red" and "black". 

 

Possible solutions:  

 

● could a plan of prevention of radicalization to violence in prisons and 

rehabilitation and reintegration of violent extremist offenders assist in 

tackling far-left extremism? 

● Is the imposition of stricter legislation and penalties for violent and 

extremist acts a good measure to minimize them? 

● Should member states engage in exchange of data on far-left extremism? 
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Treaties on the matter:  

On 2 October 2015, the Human Rights Council adopted resolution 30/15 on "Human 

rights and preventing and countering violent extremism". The Council urged States to 

"ensure that any measures taken to prevent and counter violent extremism comply 

with all their obligations under international law, in particular international human 

rights law, international refugee law and international humanitarian law" (paragraph 

3). The Council also called upon "States and local entities involved in supporting the 

prevention and countering of violent extremism efforts to continue to facilitate the 

promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms, including 

through human rights education and training, as well as due process and the rule of 

law" (paragraph 4). On 17 March 2016 the Human Rights Council convened a panel at 

its thirty-first session to discuss the human rights dimensions of preventing and 

countering violent extremism. 

 

Sources: 

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Left-wing_politics 

https://www.britannica.com/topic/absolutism-political-system 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Extremism 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/RuleOflaw/Pages/PCVE.aspx 

http://www.unicri.it/topics/counter_terrorism 

https://www.un.org/counterterrorism/plan-of-action-to-prevent-violent-

extremism 

 

 Chairs’ personal message to the delegates:  

 

We hope that this background paper was useful to all of you. We invite you all only 

to base your research on this paper, not to copy, but rather be inspired and helped by 

it. 

In conclusion, we hope you won’t have any problems writing your resolutions, and if 

you have any issues, don’t hesitate to ask one of us for clarifications or help via email 

at specpolcommittee.mskmun2022@gmail.com !  
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