
Algeria is in favor of an international 
moratorium.

Algeria emphasizes that the decision 
whether to abolish or retain the death 
penalty should reflect public opinion 
and security demands.
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②

As the United Nations,  
abolishe the death penalty.

Seeking a “Moratorium on the 
execution of the death penalty”

Discussion Point

Discussion Point

①

Does Life Belong toDoes Life Belong toDoes Life Belong to
the State?the State?the State?

Austria has abolished 
the death penalty
for all crimes
since 1968.







Key point1 

International Human Rights Standards 

Cuba will continue to actively cooperate and work with other 
countries to find humane solutions to continue the strict response 
to crime, while respecting international human rights standards. 

Key point2 

Crime deterrence and social safety 

Although Cuba has indicated its intention to pursue dialogue with 
countries that seek to abolish the death penalty, Cuba believes 
that it is important to maintain the death penalty under certain 
conditions from the perspective of crime deterrence and social 
security. Therefore, Cuba, along with other countries, is urged to 
deepen discussions on stricter application of the death penalty 
and reform of the system to provide opportunities for the 
reformation of offenders. 

Cuba 



Denmark
Greetings.
We are the Danish Ambassador. 
We are concerned about the death penalty 
because of the risk of false accusations and 
the right to life. 
We propose a forum for constructive dialogue 
about legal systems, including the death 
penalty. Consider a forum, e.g. within the 
United Nations Organisation. 

I hope the next three days are fruitful. 
We share thoughts on the death penalty. 
We know issues like false accusations and 
the right to life. We are working to encourage 
countries to eliminate the death penalty. 
We propose creating a forum for discussion of 
national laws, including the death penalty. 
We hope this conference will be a productive 
step in that process.

About	this	organisation
1. All countries participate
2. A forum where countries can deepen

the debate on the pros and cons of the
system



・Country→ Ecuador

・Population→ 18.19 million

This is cool flag 

・State→ South America

About Death penalty↓ 

About support for death row inmate↓ 

Used to execute by electric chair. 

But in 2021 death penalty was 

abolished. 

The cost of inmate lives was 

covered by tax. Now, they are 

imprisonment and rising the cost 

causing dissatisfaction. 



Fiji

We, Fiji can be a bridge between retentionist
countries and abolitionist countires.



Germany

Position: abolitionist
Topic 1: Insight of the death penalty
1, Doubts about deterrence
2, Inaccuracies in the justice system
3, Absence of the right of the state to take life

　Topic 2: Towards a world without the death penalty
1, Narrow the scope of application of the death penalty
2, Legislation to abolish the death penalty

〜

We want to talk with you!

〜



Ghana
29th country in Africa to abolish the 
death penalty

124th country in the UN to abolish the 
death penalty

We advocate for using 
moratoriums and 
abolition

We strive for global 
human rights trends

We value human 
dignity and fairness

Work with us to promote better capital punishment

to align global practices with dignity and fairness

to come to a united consensus 



 United Nation General Assembly (UNGA)

 Moratorium on the Execution ofthe DeathPenalty 

India doesn't use the death penalty often—it's only for the "rarest of rare" cases, like terrorism or 

crimes so extreme they seriously disrupt society. This shows India's effort to balance justice for 

victims with respect for human rights. The "rarest of rare" rule, first set in the Bachan Singh v. 

State of Punjab case in 1980, ensures that the death penalty is only given after a very careful and 

thorough legal process. To keep things fair and avoid mistakes, India has safeguards like multiple 

levels ofreview, mercy petitions, and consideration of factors such as the offender's age, mental 

health, and potential for change. 

Although over 70% of countries around the world have abolished the death penalty, India keeps 

it as a way to deter the worst kinds of crimes. At the same time, India emphasizes the importance 

of national sovereignty, believing that every country should set its own laws based on its culture 

and society. While India doesn't support a global ban on the death penalty, it encourages open 

discussions, judicial transparency, and the exchange of ideas to improve how justice is handled. 

In the future, India wants to make its legal system even more fair by ensuring trials are just and 

minimizing wrongful convictions. Using alternatives like life imprisonment without parole is a 

big part of building a more humane justice system that still keeps people safe. India also supports 

open conversations with its citizens to figure out how justice should evolve and whether the 

death penalty is still necessary. 

Globally, India is open to working with other nations to improve legal systems through training, 

shared knowledge, and increased accountability. It supports resolutions that respect each 

country's right to choose its own path while encouraging better justice practices and exploring 

more humane options. By focusing on fairness, collaboration, and progress, India hopes to 

contribute to a world with better, more effective legal systems. 



Ireland is firmly abolitionist, having completely abolished the death penalty through the Criminal Justice 

Act of 1990 and a constitutional referendum in 2001, which prohibits its reintroduction. This reflects 

Ireland's strong commitment to human rights, particularly the right to life and human dignity, as outlined 

in frameworks such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on 

Civil and Political Rights. As a member of the European Union, Ireland actively advocates for the global 

abolition of the death penalty and supports multilateral initiatives such as UN General Assembly 

resolutions promoting moratoriums on executions. Ireland also provides development aid to support 

justice reforms in developing nations and uses diplomatic channels to encourage retentionist states to 

reconsider capital punishment. 

Ireland envisions a future where a global moratorium on the death penalty serves as a bridge to complete 

abolition. Such a moratorium would suspend executions, restrict capital punishment to "the most serious 

crimes," and ensure adherence to fair trial standards. Ireland proposes strengthening international 

cooperation, including adherence to frameworks like the Second Optional Protocol to the ICCPR, 

fostering dialogue on justice reform, and providing technical and financial assistance to countries 

transitioning away from the death penalty. Ireland also urges the international community to focus on 

addressing systemic inequalities in capital punishment, promoting rehabilitation over retribution, and 

refining vague terms such as "most serious crimes" to align with human rights standards. Through 

collaboration, accountability, and diplomacy, Ireland believes the global community can achieve a justice 

system rooted in fairness, dignity and the preservation of life. 





topic 1

topic 2

There will never be full justice in the
world, as long as the killing of human

beings will not be banned

Encourage countries to establish a
moratorium on executions with a view

to abolishing the death penalty.

l’unica pena di morte è per chi ama la
pizza con l’ananas.



JAMAICA

●Advocate for Balanced Legislation

●Focus onRehabilitation

●AdoptRestorative Justice

●ReduceRisk ofMiscarriages of Justice

●EncourageRegional and International

Collaboration
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Nepal�
Current�situation�

The�death�penalty�was�abolished.

•Since�1991,

•In�2000,

The�National�Human�Rights�Commission��:

NHRC�was�established

Position
We�strongly�agree�that�

the�death�penalty�should�be�suspended�

•1964

The�death�penalty�was�abolished.

•1985

The�death�penalty�is�reinstated

The�death�penalty�has�

no�relation�to�crime�rates‼

Specific�proposal�
•Discuss�what�the�country�thinks�about

�human�rights

Let's�talk�together！😆



NORWAY

TOPIC 1: Emphasis on
rehabilitation

Leads to low recidivism1.
Applies to prisoners who have
shown good behavior or have
committed lighter crimes

2.

TOPIC 2: Prison Conditions 

Abolishment of the Death Penalty

 Better conditions to minimize
reasons for the use of death penalty
(overcrowding, expenses etc)

1.

 Make sure all prisons and prisoners
are treated and handled to be met
with international standards

2.



Panama 

The enforcement of capital punishment conflicts with fundamental rights, as it violates the 

right to life and the right to not be subjected to torture or cruel, inhumane, and degrading treatment. 

Currently, there is an increasing global agreement for the universal elimination of the death penalty, 

and Panama is one of the many countries to abolish it. Panama abolished the death penalty in 1918, 

with the last execution occurring in 1903, right before its declaration of independence from Colombia 

and was classified as an abolitionist country, having eliminated the death penalty for all crimes.  

Since its eradication of capital punishment, Panama has voted in favor of a number of 

moratoriums endorsed by the UN General Assembly, including the Resolution on the Death Penalty 

at the 36th session of the UN Council on Human Rights in 2017. Moreover, in 2020, Panama co-

sponsored and voted again in favor of the Resolution on a Moratorium on the Use of the Death Penalty. 

Panama is also party member of The Protocol to the American Convention on Human Rights 

to Abolish the Death Penalty, along with many other Latin American countries such as Brazil, Ecuador, 

Chile, and Mexico.  

Panama’s devotion to human rights reflects its commitment to the protection of life and 

dignity and has undertaken several measures to enhance human rights such as legal reforms, 

international commitments, citizen participation, support for vulnerable communities, and addressing 

migration challenges. Although Panama’s crime rate is relatively low, the number of violent crimes 

near the Colombian border is extremely high due to active guerrilla groups and drug traffickers in the 

Darién Gap.  

To continue upholding the elimination of capital punishment, as well as providing protection 

for the public, Panama believes in penalizing all convicts with the same justice no matter their race, 

status, or gender, punishing perpetrators with appropriate penalties including life imprisonment and 

providing comprehensive reparation to victims, as recommended by the UN Human Rights Committee. 

It also called for the prohibition of discrimination based on sexual orientation or gender identity and 

guarantees them rights under the law. 

Panama encourages other countries, especially Central and South American nations, to 

follow its steps and provide ideas and resolutions as well as cooperate to vote in favor of moratoriums 

proposed by the General Assembly of United Nations. Panama looks forward to offering support to 

finally settle the debate over capital punishment. 



Philippines Negotiation Paper 

The Philippines is currently under a de facto moratorium on the death penalty; the death 

penalty was abolished in 1987, it was reinstated in 1993 specifically for heinous crimes, only to 

be abolished again in 2006 (President Gloria Macapagal-Arroyo). 

There has been no execution since 2006, however, debates on its reinstatement continue 

to surface, especially in response to concerns about rising criminality and drug-related offenses. 

The Philippines committed to international human rights norms, including its obligations 

as a party to the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights (ICCPR)-which aims at the abolition of the death penalty. Domestic political pressures 

do still periodically challenge this stance, reflecting ongoing divisions within the country, yet 

most are still in agreement to the abolition. 

The Philippines' current position on the death penalty is tied to its commitment to uphold 

the right to life and dignity. The abolition of the death penalty in 2006 was reasoned with being 

consistent with respecting human rights and fostering a humane society, emphasizing 

rehabilitation over retribution in the criminal justice system. 

Some political factions still argue for the death penalty's reinstatement, reasoning that it 

may have a significant deterrent effect on crime, especially in regards to drug-related offences. 

However, the majority of the population lean towards preserving human life and avoiding 

i汀eversible errors in the justice system, especially given concerns about corruption and 

inequities in the enforcement of the law. 

Our team agrees with the country's views especially regarding the importance when it 

comes to preserving human life. There are many reasons why the death penalty should not be 

implemented in countries, not only the Philippines but across the globe. The death penalty is 

irreversible, robbing people of the chance to reform their lives and become better individuals to 

positively impact the community. 

The Philippines values the role of the international community, particularly the United Nations, in 

promoting a human rights-based approach to the death penalty. As a signatory to the ICCPR's Second 

Optional Protocol, the country supports international efforts to encourage the global abolition of capital 

punishment. It sees the UN's advocacy as a means to foster dialogue, share best practices, and address 

systemic issues that lead to the retention of the death penalty in other nations. 

However, the Philippines also recognizes the principle of state sovereignty and the 

varying sociopolitical contexts that influence each country's stance on capital punishment. 

Therefore, while advocating abolition, it encourages collaborative and non-threatening methods 

in engaging with retentionist states. 

From JEIMUN Front
This NP had 2 pages, but we deleted 1 page to share by the rules.







Kingdom of Spain 
General Assembly 

Topic: Moratorium on the execution of the death penalty 

The Kingdom of Spain abolished the death penalty for common criminal offenses during 1932 

during the second republic, which is the brief period of republication rule in Spain, before the rise of 

Franco's dictatorship, as a part ofreforms to the penal code. Spain maintained the death penalty until the 

death of Franco alongside the country's transition in democracy which was a key tool for suppressing 

political oppression("Human Rights in Spain"). Thousands of soldiers, politicians and intellectuals were 

executed during or after the war until the death penalty was abolished once more for ordinary crimes in 

1978, then it was completely removed from the legal system in 1995, particularly the time after the 

Spanish civil war. Spain holds commitment towards upholding human rights, freedom, justice and peace 

being the priorities of the Kingdom of Spain's foreign policy, peace being founded on respect for the 

dignity and inalienable rights of all to ensure justice is kept(‘、UN Member States Move Closer to 

Rejecting Death Penalty"). 

Spain chooses and continues to strongly advocate towards the abolishment of the death penalty 

to demonstrate the commitment towards a justice system rooted in humanity, fairness and equality (La 

Moncloa). Spain believes the usage of the death penalty shows the irreversible effects of execution, 

injustice and systematic errors("Statement on the Occasion of the World and European Day against the 

Death Penalty"). Spain pushes towards the moratorium of the death penalty globally, highly looking upon 

an eventual abolishment to allow the countries to assess their current laws and address concerns towards 

making necessary reforms. Spain believes that through proposing an international fund to financially 

support countries that wish to abolish the death penalty, this includes training for judges, legal reforms 

and to advocate towards strengthening judicial systems. 
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