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Introduction
According to the 2024 World Economic Forum Global Risks Report, polarisation is the third largest short-term global risk. Polarisation is where groups in a society become increasingly divided and different from each other regarding socio-political viewpoints and in terms of wealth gaps and economic disparities. When groups in a society become antagonistic, the notion of there being an ‘us’ versus ‘them’ corrodes social cohesion and security, leading to social fragmentation. While polarisation has always existed as a result of, for instance, socio-economic inequality, demographic changes or imbalance, and partisan politics factors, it is becoming an issue that has an increasingly wide and rapid scale of impact due to social media. In this conference, delegates are encouraged to analyse the reasons for increasing polarisation in their own countries and globally, how it has impacted society, and work together as a house to tackle this issue to restore social cohesion, promote tolerance, and encourage diversity of ideas without discrimination.

Definition of Key Terms
Polarisation
The division into distinct and contrasting groups due to differences in beliefs. 
Social Fragmentation
The loss of a sense of community due to the breakdown of social connections, cohesion, identity, and tolerance for diversity. 
Partisan Divide
When people’s strong ideologies and political views separate society into major political parties. 
Echo Chamber
A situation where an individual’s own ideas are constantly reinforced and amplified back to them.
Filter Bubble
When digital algorithms personalise one’s content based on users past activity, creating the situation where the user may only be exposed to information or opinions that they have already been informed of. 
Radicalisation
Individuals or groups adopting increasingly extreme views; people who are radical may engage in violent and dangerous acts for a political agenda. 
Disinformation
Spreading information in a misleading manner (e.g., presenting a statement out of its context) for personal, political, or economic gain. 
Misinformation
False or inaccurate information, usually without malicious intent. 
Algorithmic Bias
Systematic and repeatable mistakes made by a machine that yields discriminatory outcomes for an arbitrary group.  

Background Information
To reiterate the definition mentioned in the Introduction, polarisation is when groups in society become different and antagonistic in terms of social standing, economic disparities, and/or political viewpoints. Polarisation is a threat to society because it fragments society and leads to the rise of increasingly extreme and violent social behaviours. 
Economic Factors
Income Inequality
According to a World Bank report, countries with high levels of inequality tend to experience sharper political and social tensions. Economic inequality could lead to social immobility, violence, and generate tensions between different political groups. Wealth gaps tend to lead to greater support for left-wing political parties because there is a greater demand for welfare policies. On the other hand, the right-wing would show scepticism towards welfare policies. The income gap also means that there is a part of society that is more well off than the other, creating a society with ‘winners’ and ‘losers’. This inherently creates a split in society; low-income workers may feel as though they are falling behind in society, whereas high income workers may breed elitism. Perceptions of poverty and inequality may lead some people to advocate for welfare programmes. 
Decline of the Middle Class
Increasingly skewed income distribution is eradicating the middle class and pushing their status to lower-income status. According to the OECD, the middle class “sustains consumption”, is a key contributor to investing in “education, health, and housing”, and supports welfare and social protection programmes via tax contributions; the middle class is also a key determinant of a stable government. However, the middle class is not benefiting from economic growth because consumer goods are becoming too expensive. There is thus a rising sense of uncertainty and anxiety that translates to distrust towards the government. If there is no middle class to act as a buffer zone for economic polarisation, people will become increasingly angry at the system.
Regional Economic Disparities
Urban regions have a higher tendency to attract skilled labour, which makes economic development in such places higher. Rural regions, on the other hand, are generally left behind on the skilled workforce and capital. There is also increased competition between different regions trying to attract more skilled labour, which leaves other regions behind. The shortfall of one region may breed feelings of misrepresentation and discrimination.
Social Factors
Social factors such as race, ethnicity and immigration, LGBTQ+ rights, and religion may cause polarisation in the way they are viewed and discussed. On immigration, for example, while right-wing conservatives may be sceptical of immigration due to fear of them straining public goods and the job market, left-wing liberals are more welcoming towards immigrants. On LGBTQ+ rights, some devout religious individuals may argue that it attacks their religious values, while others argue that LGBTQ+ rights are essentially basic human rights. Politicians may exploit these views for their personal gain, which makes such debates even more polarising. Through rhetoric and campaigns, politicians are able to make people’s opinions increasingly extreme.
Political Factors
Political Parties
Political parties are becoming increasingly homogenous, which means that both sides are taking on more extreme stances. Without moderate voices in the midst of political discourse, society will become more polarised. When people’s opinions become more extreme, radical and hostile behaviour may occur, compromising social stability. 
Populism
Populism creates an ‘us’ versus ‘them’ atmosphere, which is extremely hostile; it separates ‘the people’ against the ‘elite’, Populism tends to create this split by using emotive rhetoric that often exaggerates and distorts the truth of the situation in order to gain support. The exaggeration of the truth means that people have more radical views, which exacerbates polarisation. This antagonistic view of ‘us’ versus ‘them’ leads to social fragmentation and distrust towards authorities, undermining social cohesion.
Technological Factors
Echo Chambers
Echo chambers are created when algorithms perpetuate content with the same ideologies that the user already had. This results in a situation where the user’s own ideas are constantly reinforced or even amplified, leading to limited exposure to opposing viewpoints and close-mindedness. This absence of opposition may lead to polarisation because users are no longer confronted with the possibility of being incorrect. Misinformation and disinformation is also easier to spread when users are in an echo chamber because there is no information proving otherwise. 
Filter Bubbles
Similar to an echo chamber, a filter bubble is an environment where algorithms personalise a user’s content based on their past activity. The risk is also in close-mindedness and lack of confrontation of their own beliefs. 
Misinformation and Disinformation
Echo chambers and filter bubbles make misinformation and disinformation easier to spread and harder to revoke. Misinformation and disinformation perpetuates a distorted vision of reality that may lead individuals to hold a certain perspective of society. Political players may use extreme rhetoric to push an agenda, spreading disinformation. In an echo chamber or a filter bubble, users may not realise that such rhetoric is skewed and inaccurate. Once this extremist or radical view becomes ingrained in the user, the user is prone to holding a polarised view on society. 
Effects of Polarisation on Society
Polarisation breeds profound animosity towards opposing parties, leading to fragmented societies. When this occurs, it could cause democracies to collapse. Firstly, political participation tends to decrease due to distrust that the system will yield a favourable outcome. People tend to believe that if the opposition wins that they ‘lose’. It also undermines governmental decision making; because of how extreme opinions are and how compromise seems impossible, it is virtually impossible to create policies that satisfy the public. Polarisation may even cause democracies to collapse due to extremist ideologies, as extremist ideas at its worst are a breeding ground for political violence. When people view political opposition as an enemy to be eliminated, undemocratic behaviours such as political leaders using deprecating rhetoric against their opposition becomes prominent. Where democracy is a cornerstone of society in many member states, polarisation poses as a danger to its very soul.


Major Countries and Organizations Involved
South Korea	
South Korea operates a two-party system, splitting the country’s political stances into two distinct parties: the conservatives and progressives. Some of their key ideologies are rooted in South Korea’s history, namely Japan’s colonial legacy, the Korean War, and relationships with the United States versus North Korea. According to the Pew Research Centre, 49% of adults in South Korea believe that there are very strong disagreements in their country between people who support different political parties. South Korea ranks the highest out of the nineteen surveyed countries in this report for a ‘very strong’ belief of disagreements between partisans.
India	
Religious polarisation between the Hindu majority and religious minorities. There is animosity between the two groups due to disputes such as the cow protection laws and ownership of religious sites, and much hostility towards people who have been accused of converting. India is also politically divided into the ruling Bharatiya Janata Party and its opposition. While the ruling party emphasises Hindu nationalism, its opposition advocates for pluralism. Political rhetoric used by leaders are becoming increasingly deprecating to opposition, which exacerbates animosity between parties. Economic disparities are also a cause of polarisation in India; billionaires in technology and finance industries coexist with people who are lacking in even essential services.
Poland	
Poland is also divided sharply into two blocs: the conservatives and liberals. While conservatives emphasise Poland’s Catholic heritage and independence from foreign influence, liberals believe that Poland should be more involved with the European Union and concerned with plurality. Similar to the situation in India, political figures use means like deprecating opposing parties and pushing for increasingly radical changes, including restricted media freedom, judicial freedom and independence, and plans to abolish abortion.

Timeline of Events
	
Date
	
Description of event

	September 11th 2001
	The 9/11 terrorist attack led to polarisation because Muslims faced discrimination worldwide for the terrorist attack on the US. The US also launched Islamophobic campaigns in response to the attack.

	2003-2011
	Sharp contrasting views on whether the US should have invaded Iraq due to Iraq’s alleged development of weapons of mass destruction and their link to terrorist organisations exacerbated polarisation between the West and the Middle East.

	2010s
	The Rise of Populism and Authoritarianism
Impacted countries including Hungary, Poland, Turkey, Brazil, the Philippines, and the US. Populist leaders are creating a split between ‘the people’ and ‘the elite’.

	2016
	People were polarised whether to vote ‘leave’ or ‘remain’ during the Brexit Referendum, and this left profound impacts on national identity, immigration, and EU membership on Britain.

	2016
	During the US Presidential Election, people’s views of the opposing party became increasingly negative, and the election was fuelled by animosity. Over 50% of both Republicans and Democrats claim that the opposite party makes them feel afraid, angry, and frustrated. The internet and social media also had a large role in the election; especially profound impacts came with its exacerbation of misinformation and disinformation.

	2019-2023
	During the COVID-19 pandemic, popular social media users such as politicians, activists, and news outlets influence people’s opinions on issues such as lockdowns and vaccines.

	January 6th 2021
	Trump supporters attacked the US Capitol in Washington after his defeat in the 2020 election to Biden. This exemplifies the severe divide between the two political parties and the lack of tolerance they have for each other.

	2024
	In South Korea, the conservative and progressive parties have become increasingly hostile against each other. Many electoral campaigns went from promoting policies to fuelling disputes between the opposing parties. This has been putting pressure on certain government policies, for example South Korea’s foreign policy forcing people to take binary stances.


Relevant UN Treaties and Events
· Strengthening the role of mediation in peaceful settlement of disputes, 13 August 2014, A/RES/68/303
· Review of the United Nations peacebuilding architecture, 12 May 2016, A/RES/70/262
· Maintenance of international peace and security – Conflict Prevention, 21 August 2014, S/RES/2171
· On post-conflict peacebuilding, 27 April 2016, S/RES/2282

Previous Attempts to solve the Issue
Facebook’s Electoral Integrity Project
Facebook’s Electoral Integrity Project is aimed towards eradicating misinformation and disinformation especially during political elections by making advertising more transparent and removing accounts aimed at spreading misinformation or achieving personal or political agendas. This service includes more than 35,000 people working towards transparency and security during major elections. The Electoral Integrity Project is in operation for elections in the United States, Brazil, India, and Europe. This Project has been successful in providing transparency when it comes to pages and advertisements dedicated to politics, social issues, and elections, combatting misinformation and disinformation. 
Ford Foundation
The Ford Foundation researches polarisation in different countries. They believe that inequality is the root of polarisation, hence their mission is attempting to eradicate it in every country they work in/with. Their action plan involves a five-year effort to examine the effects of polarisation and mediation measures including: facilitating dialogue between people with opposing viewpoints (although it is not elaborated how this will manifest) and educating people on disinformation and misinformation as well as defeating any outlet that spreads such information. 
The programme has been active for more than 10 years and in regions including Colombia, the Middle East, and Mexico. On a local scale, this programme has been successful in deepening the understanding of the roots of polarisation and facilitating dialogue between conflicting groups. They also hosted global convenings for discussions on how to mediate polarisation
However, what this programme lacks is participation from more countries as well as policies that can be implemented to attempt to prevent polarisation in long run instead of simply acting as a mediation service

Possible Solutions
Polarisation is a difficult issue to solve because of how multi-faceted and profound it is and how it manifests in different ways, shapes, and forms. Countries like South Korea have a history of polarisation, which is why its modern crisis is difficult to eliminate; regions with economic disparities suffer from polarisation, which may call for reforms to the very economic system. However, the United Nations acts as a mediator between parties in conflict, and in a lot of cases, mutual understanding and respect must be fostered in order to solve issues concerning disagreeing parties. 
The United Nations should promote peaceful dialogue nationally between different parties in order to foster an atmosphere of understanding and eradicate animosity. It is also important to educate people about media literacy and spotting triggering language that may be the cause of said animosity between polarised parties. 
Moreover, the United Nations could suggest decentralisation of political power in some areas so that more voices are heard. Measures such as but not limited to giving regional officials more control may mediate this area of the issue. 
Finally, extremist actions must be persecuted so that they do not become the norm and exacerbate unrest within societies. The United Nations could suggest member states to implement measures to hold hate crimes and political violence schemes accountable in alignment with the member states’ current law and constitution.
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