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I am pleased and honored to welcome the delegates present today for the Sixth Edition of
SVISGMUN 2025.
It is not just a conference that we see in a Model UN; it is the symbol of a special ethos that I
refer to as the Model UN Spirit. It is the only platform where our young people can debate
fervently on behalf of their countries and yet, even in this process, proclaim it as collaboration.
This kind of spirit is what we see in every hand that goes up—even those of you who worked late
into the night fine-tuning your opening arguments—expressing unshakeable dedication to the
causes of the world.
This platform is important not only because it does not simply talk about politics, but it creates
citizens of the world. It provides an actually fascinating chance to explore, question, and research
any subject of world concern, developing critical skills such as accurate expression and incisive
debate. It also helps us transform in a better way as we discuss, debate about human rights
and current affairs. 
Today, with our multifaceted problems all over the world, the Model United Nations is more
relevant than ever. I task each of you to guide your proceedings by abiding by three ageless and
potent precepts:
•Strive for Peace through Understanding.
•Work towards Unity through Service.
•Achieve Mutual Strength through Compassion.
I extend my warmest congratulations to the organizers for having the foresight of hosting and
running this conference in the style of our great institution. May your deliberations be fruitful,
and may your sojourn here open a door to new opportunities.

My warmest good wishes to all the delegates.
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“Dialogue is the bridge that connects differences, builds
understanding, and shapes the path to peace.”
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It gives me immense joy to extend a warm welcome to all
Dignitaries, Executive Board Members, and Delegates to
the sixth edition of our prestigious conference — SVISG
MUN 2025. Each year, our Model United Nations journey
becomes a dynamic learning space that nurtures not only
public speaking and diplomacy but also empathy, courage,
and leadership.

The world today stands at the crossroads of unprecedented
transformation. As we navigate the challenges of cybersecurity,
inclusivity, and global peace, the responsibility to reimagine 
solutions lies in the hands of the youth. The agendas for this year — from combating cyber
terrorism and protecting the rights of indigenous communities to financing gender equality
frameworks and re-envisioning education through the Three Language Formula — mirror the real
issues shaping our century. It is heartening to see young delegates take up these pertinent
issues with conviction, striving to design actionable solutions that reflect sensitivity,
sustainability, and solidarity

At Sadhu Vaswani International School for Girls, we believe that true education extends beyond
textbooks — it lies in understanding perspectives, embracing diversity, and working collaboratively
for peace. The MUN platform beautifully embodies these ideals by giving every participant a voice
— a voice that is informed, compassionate, and impactful. This year’s addition of a Futuristic Crisis
Committee symbolizes that spirit of imagination and innovation — challenging delegates to
negotiate beyond borders, and even beyond galaxies!

As discussions unfold, I urge all delegates to uphold the spirit
of mutual respect, critical thinking, and dialogue — for these
are the cornerstones of diplomacy and progress. Remember,
each resolution you draft, each speech you deliver, and each
negotiation you participate in is a step toward becoming a

responsible global citizen.
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Greetings Delegates and Readers,

As the Head of International Press and Head of Photography, we are delighted to
welcome you to this edition of SVISG MUN's official newsletter. The International

Press serves as the voice and vision of the conference, capturing not only the
proceedings of committees but also the energy, creativity, and passion that make

this summit truly unique.

Our journalists, caricaturists, and photographers have worked tirelessly to document
the highlights, opinions, and emotions that unfolded across the sessions. From

powerful debates to candid behind-the-scenes moments. Every article, caricature,
caption, and frame you see here is a reflection of their dedication to storytelling

and truth.

We hope this newsletter allows you to relive the spirit of the conference; one story,
one illustration and one photograph at a time.



The commencement of the All India Political Parties Meet saw the presence of esteemed
politicians from India's political landscape, who collectively deliberated on the heated topic of
the new education policy, with special emphasis on the three-language formula. The
controversial initiative, which includes the teaching of three languages in the States of the
country (including two native languages and a foreign language), has received exceptional
criticism from southern states that claim a blatant erosion of their linguistic identity within this
provision. 
 Mr. Dharmendra Pradhan, serving as the Minister of Education of India, put his views starkly
on the floor by emphasizing improvements in literacy rates, vocational areas, along with
teacher quality. The minister put the initiative as “not just a reform, but a resolution”,
demanding cooperation from the states to look forward to a united India with the maintenance
of individual cultures of all states.

LANGUAGES AS A CULTURAL IDENTITY OR POLITICAL POWERPLAY?
BY: SUDITI YADAV
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To Mr. Pradhan’s statements stood Mr. Ravindra Singh Bhatti as a vehement voice
questioning the government’s ground-level implications in Bihar, where a panchayati
lacked public schools with basic infrastructure, pertaining to absence of walls in said
school. The justification provided was communicated through a written answer invisible to
the press. 
The committee collectively sifted through relations between real instances and the proposed
initiatives, moving from linguistic identity to a more profound consideration of the very
mass of the Indian nation. The strong debate between the two politicians evoked sensitivity
not only towards mere policies and laws, but the government’s responsibility to facilitate
adequate basic requirements in order to promise enthusiastic visions. The continued debates
questioned the government’s knowledge about the ground-level scenarios in the country,
stressing the need for a better consideration about the less-affluent milieu of the country.



While this leads to
centralized education,

this also forces students
to learn without will.

- Ashok Gehlot

Language is just not a
medium; it is a right

- Manoj Tiwari

The current discussion finds its roots in the
age-old controversy of Southern states
demanding respect and acknowledgement of
their distinct culture marked by their own
mother tongues. However, the current debate
presses an urgent button, being the education
of the Indian youth which poses as the central
need of the hour for this nation. 

Tamil Nadu and Telangana’s linguistic
individuality stays unhampered as their own 

Hindi as a part of the three languages the State
may accept. Moreover, Kerala’s acceptance of
the same further strengthens the centre's country-
centric point of view pertaining to this initiative.

 mother tongue is proposed to be taught with levels of enthusiasm matched with
the teaching of the other two languages. 
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Today’s victory in the Celestial
Assembly feels important. The capture of
the 13 alien invaders proves that when
the five kingdoms actually choose to
work together, we are stronger. But let’s
be honest, unity has never been our
natural instinct.

These kingdoms have histories filled
with rivalry, ego, and silent distrust. The
only reason they cooperated today was
because the threat came from outside.
We united because we were scared. And
maybe that’s fine. Maybe unity doesn’t
always have to come from idealism;
maybe survival is enough reason.

UNITED FOR NOW, BUT FOR HOW LONG? 
BY: ADITI SEHRAWAT

But now the harder part begins: staying
united without the fear of invasion
forcing us to.

If the kingdoms slip back into conflict,
ttoday’s victory will mean nothing. The
aliens we caught were only the beginning
— a warning shot. If we fall apart again,
the next attack won’t be survivable.
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The United Nations Security Council
session began with a reformative
atmosphere, charged with the desire for
diplomacy and quiet anticipation. But as
the moderated caucus unfolded, this
composure cracked. Words sharpened,
tones rose, and the committee, once united
in its purpose, split up. In conviction, what
began as an exchange of ideas ended in a
clash of beliefs as Costa Rica showed
immense concern about Afghanistan’s
religion-dominated stance. 

The calm confidence of Afghanistan’s
delegate filled the room as they asserted
that their nation’s approach was deeply
rooted and derived from their cultural
traditions and religious ideals- a statement
delivered with poise, but heavy with
implication.

Moments later, the air shifted
drastically. Costa Rica’s delegate rose,
her impassioned and unyielding voice
cutting through the room, “No state”,
she declared, “should be permitted to
oppress the rights of women, a major
part of the population in the name of
religion”. The words lingered and
hung, layering themselves over the
silence that they commanded.

The clash between Afghanistan and
Costa Rica became more than a clash
of delegates. It was a reflection of the
committee’s prime struggle, to balance
the respect for culture and religion
with a guarantee for human rights. As
the discussion came to an end, one
truth unfolded: diplomacy cannot
thrive where selective empathy does.

WORDS SHARPER THAN WEAPONS
BY: AKSHITI BHARDWAJ
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The United Nations Commission on the
Status of Women had an exhilarating start
with the agenda of reviewing and financing
the social protection system for ample
fulfillment of the international schemes of
gender equality and inclusivity. The debate
cum discussion between the countries
revolved around how to tackle the up-and-
coming issues regarding gender equality,
female foeticide, and gender wage gaps. A
very diplomatic and straightforward front
was displayed by each delegate, with
professionalism oozing out of every
statement made.

WOMEN FOR THE WIN
BY: DIVYANSHI DIXIT

The delegate of China faced
immense backlash for coining the
phrase “patriarchy stems from
global liberalism,” to which the
delegate of USA and Romania felt
the need to inquire. Both the
delegates and questions were a
catalyst to the booming buzz of
the debate, awakening the
curiosity among the leaders of
tomorrow. 

“Does the delegate recognise that
China’s own authority has publicly
ordered the military to guard the
country against liberalism, finding
it as a threat and being outrightly
against it?” This was the question
asked by the delegate of USA, to
which the delegate of China
tactfully answered, by calling it
‘neo’ liberalism and not just the
latter. The delegate of Romania
also asked rattling questions to
China regarding its anti-feminist
remarks, calling the feminist
movement “cybercancer” and
more. These questions made heads
raise and ears rumble. 
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With people understanding how diplomatic countries often play coy in front of the
panel while being wolves in sheep’s clothing behind the doors, certain past
judgments and statements in the session struck the realisation of the reforms that
are needed in order to make the lives of women better, on all fronts.

The International Press and council members present today urged people to think
outside their orthodox and patriarchal ideologies, and tried to kill the seed of
internalised misogyny that society has implanted. I would like to end by quoting
the delegate of Saudi Arabia, “A country is educated when the women of that
country are literate.” 
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The United Nations General Assembly, during its 80th session sat before an
hourglass. Grains of degradation slipping down through the exceptionally large
vessel in the middle. the gap in the glass underwent trasfiguration with the weight
of opinions expressed, proficiently most when faced when the procedural crisis of
international cooperation in consensus to cyber terrorism and state sponsored
cyber attacks. With the agenda set in place and delegations representing their
carefully crafted foreign policies, debate drifted without resolve and in this fragile
tilt of expression, the very architecture of time, became hostage to our
deliberation.

THE TRANSFIGURATION OF THE HOURGLASS
BY: SIDHARTHA THAKRAN

The first exemplification upon the agenda came from the Delegate of Russia,
quoting, “The mandate terms of cyber governance cannot be pushed onto non-
consenting states, as digital sovereignty does not operate on a customary practice
basis.” Micronesia, sharing consensus, asserted, “A cybersecurity framework
cannot be imposed on a sovereign state, as such practice violates Articles 2(4) and
2(7) of the United Nations Charter.”
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The cause discussion elevated the transfiguration speed of the hourglass as the
Israeli delegation stated, “Participation in global cyber frameworks is not a
general criterion for states; the concept of ‘voluntary compliance’ should allow
nations to refrain if domestic consensus does not align.” Pakistan joined in,
emphasizing, “Developing countries like ours face many challenges. Consensus
on digital security and cooperation cannot be achieved without addressing
technological inequalities.”

The pace of the hourglass slowed when the delegation of the United States of
America presented a mediative stance, saying, “The terms of international cyber
cooperation must be practiced; non-compliance and forced consensus lead to
deeper digital divides.” Proposing conciliation through ‘establishing cybersecurity
norms’ via the ‘Law-in-Action’ approach to ensure trust, attribution, and stability.
Yet the transfiguration resumed. Now, faster than ever, Tuvalu countered, “The
committee fails to understand that multilateral support based on selective alliances
is the most irregular solution,” citing concerns under the Tallinn Manual’s
provisions on state responsibility. Pakistan responded sharply; “Tuvalu invokes
cyber transparency against the international community but lacks the legal
framework to ensure it. How can it hold others accountable to standards it has not
implemented?” 

Debates circled, and the hourglass
kept slipping. Neither it nor the
delegates could form a binding
resolution. 
The deliberation, though
exhaustive, remains open in the
hope that the next deliberation
brings solutions that strengthen
cybersecurity, not just opinions
trapped in contradiction.
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