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     Welcome letter from Secretary-General 

Honourable Delegates, Esteemed Chairs, Dear guests and friends. 

It is with great delight that I, the Secretary-Genral of ANKAMUN’21, welcome you all to the 2nd edition of 
the Ankara TürK Telekom Social Scinces Model United Nations conferance. We are very excited to meet you 
and to witness this week of enriching debates. We also hope you have the best conferance of your life, learn 
and have as much fun as possible. 

During our conferance, you will be guided by your two wonderful chairs, Emre Özaydın and Çağatay Çömez, 
who will give their best to prepare for your negotiations. Your committee, the HCC-Churchill’s Cabinet, you 
will consider one of the events that deeply influnced history. Accept the open door of these four days to con-
sider how to improve yourselves. 

Can has accomplished significant work on this study guide, which is the ideal device for you to turn into a 
specialist on your points. Inside the accompanying pages, you will discover data about history and existing 
enactment on the matter. To benefit as much as possible from your experience and be an ideal delegate (and 
perhaps win awards!) we encourage you to set aside an effort to get ready. Resort to this study guide to get all 
the data you need on the topics. 

If you have any question that comes to your mind during your preparation, or if you need any help, please ask 
us. We are here to help you and to make sure you have the most amazing experience during ANKAMUN. We 
are looking forward to meeting you. 

Good luck with your preparation.  

Best regards 

Ceylin Sucu 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Political Life of Winston Churchill 

Churchill was born on 30 November 1874, in Blenheim Palace, Oxfordshire and was of rich, aristocratic an-
cestry. Although achieving poor grades at school, his early fascination with militarism saw him join the Royal 
Cavalry in 1895. As a soldier and part-time journalist, Churchill travelled widely, including trips to Cuba, 
Afghanistan, Egypt and South Africa. 

 

Churchill was elected as Conservative MP for Oldham in 1900, before defecting to the Liberal Party in 1904 
and spending the next decade climbing the ranks of the Liberal government. He was First Lord of the Admi-
ralty (the civil/political head of the Royal Navy) by the time of the disastrous Gallipoli campaign, which he 
created. Heavily criticised for this error, he resigned from this position and travelled to the Western Front to 
fight himself. 

 

The interwar years saw Churchill again ‘cross the floor’ from the Liberals, back to the Conservative Party. He 
served as Chancellor of the Exchequer from 1924, when he controversially opted for Britain to re-join the 
Gold Standard. Following the Tory electoral defeat in 1929, Churchill lost his seat and spent much of the next 
11 years out of office, mainly writing and making speeches. Although he was alone in his firm opposition to 
Indian Independence, his warnings against the Appeasement of Nazi Germany were proven correct when the 
Second World War broke out in 1939. 

 

Following Neville Chamberlain’s resignation in 1940, Churchill was chosen to succeed him as Prime Minister 
of an all-party coalition government. 

 

Churchill, who also adopted the self-created position of Minister for Defence, was active both in administ-
rative and diplomatic functions in prosecuting the British war effort. Some of his most memorable speeches 
were given in this period, and are credited with stimulating British morale during periods of great hardship. 
However, Labour leader Clement Attlee’s unexpected General Election victory in 1945 saw Churchill out of 
office and once again concentrating on public speaking. In his 1946 speech in the USA, the instinctive pro-A-
merican famously declared that “an iron curtain has descended across the Continent”, and warned of the 
continued danger from a powerful Soviet Russia. 

 

By his re-election in 1951, Churchill was, in the words of Roy Jenkins, “gloriously unfit for office”. Ageing and 
increasingly unwell, he often conducted business from his bedside, and while his powerful personality and 
oratory ability endured, the Prime Minister’s leadership was less decisive than during the war. His second 
term was most notable for the Conservative Party’s acceptance of Labour’s newly created Welfare State, and 
Churchill’s effect on domestic policy was limited. His later attempts at decreasing the developing Cold War 
through personal diplomacy failed to produce significant results, and poor health forced him to resign in 
1955, making way for his Foreign Secretary and Deputy Prime Minister, Anthony Eden. 

Churchill died in 1965, and was honoured with a state funeral. 



Government of the United Kingdom 

The Government of the United Kingdom, domestically referred to as Her Majesty's Government, is the cent-
ral government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. The government is led by the 
prime minister (currently Boris Johnson, since 24 July 2019), who selects all the other ministers. The prime 
minister and their most senior ministers belong to the supreme decision-making committee, known as the 
Cabinet. 

 

British Parliament 

Ministers of the Crown are responsible to the House in which they sit; they make statements in that House 
and take questions from members of that House. For most senior ministers this is usually the elected House 
of Commons rather than the House of Lords. The government is dependent on Parliament to make primary 
legislation, and since the Fixed-terms Parliaments Act 2011, general elections are held every five years to elect 
a new House of Commons, unless there is a successful vote of no confidence in the government or a two-thir-
ds vote for a snap election (as was the case in 2017) in the House of Commons, in which case an election may 
be held sooner. After an election, the monarch (currently Queen Elizabeth II) selects as prime minister the 
leader of the party most likely to command the confidence of the House of Commons, usually by possessing 
a majority of MPs. 

 

Under the uncodified British constitution, executive authority lies with the monarch, although this authority 
is exercised only by, or on the advice of, the prime minister and the cabinet. The Cabinet members advise 
the monarch as members of the Privy Council. In most cases they also exercise power directly as leaders of 
the government departments, though some Cabinet positions are sinecures to a greater or lesser degree (for 
instance Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster or Lord Privy Seal). 

 

The government is sometimes referred to by the metonym "Westminster" or "Whitehall", due to that being 
where many of its offices are situated. These metonyms are used especially by members of the Scottish Gover-
nment, Welsh Government and Northern Ireland Executive in order to differentiate their government from 
HMG. 

 

The British monarch, currently Elizabeth II, is the head of state and the sovereign, but not the head of gover-
nment. The monarch takes little direct part in governing the country and remains neutral in political affairs. 
However, the authority of the state that is vested in the sovereign, known as the Crown, remains as the source 
of executive power exercised by the government. 

 

In addition to explicit statutory authority, the Crown also possesses a body of powers in certain matters colle-
ctively known as the royal prerogative. These powers range from the authority to issue or withdraw passports 
to declarations of war. By long-standing convention, most of these powers are delegated from the sovereign to 
various ministers or other officers of the Crown, who may use them without having to obtain the consent of 
Parliament. 
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The prime minister also has weekly meetings with the monarch, who "has a right and a duty to express her 
views on Government matters...These meetings, as with all communications between The Queen and her 
Government, remain strictly confidential. Having expressed her views, The Queen abides by the advice of her 
ministers." 

Royal prerogative powers include, but are not limited to, the following: 



Domestic powers 

-The power to appoint (and in theory, dismiss) a prime minister. This power is exercised by the monarch 
themself. By convention they appoint (and are expected to appoint) the individual most likely to be capable 
of commanding the confidence of a majority in the House of Commons. 

-The power to appoint and dismiss other ministers. This power is exercised by the monarch on the advice of 
the prime minister. 

-The power to assent to and enact laws by giving royal assent to bills passed -Parliament, which is required in 
order for a law to become effective (an act). This is exercised by the monarch, who also theoretically has the 
power to refuse assent, although no monarch has refused assent to a bill passed by Parliament since Queen 
Anne in 1708. 

-The power to give and to issue commissions to commissioned officers in the Armed Forces. 

-The power to command the Armed Forces. This power is exercised by the Defence Council in the Queen's 
name. 

-The power to appoint members to Privy Council. 

-The power to issue, to suspend, cancel, recall, impound, withdraw or revoke British passports and the 
general power to provide or deny British passport facilities to British citizens and British nationals. This is 
exercised in the United Kingdom (but not necessarily in the Isle of Man, Channel Islands or British Overseas 
Territories) by the Home Secretary. 

-The power to pardon any conviction (the royal prerogative of mercy). 

-The power to grant, cancel and annul any honours. 

-The power to create corporations (including the status of being a city, with its own corporation) by royal 
charter, and to amend, replace and revoke existing charters. 

 

Foreign powers 

-The power to make and ratify treaties. 

-The power to declare war and conclude peace with other nations. 

-The power to deploy the Armed Forces overseas. 

-The power to recognise states. 

-The power to credit and receive diplomats. 



Even though the United Kingdom has no single constitutional document, the government published the abo-
ve list in October 2003 to increase transparency, as some of the powers exercised in the name of the monarch 
are part of the royal prerogative. However, the complete extent of the royal prerogative powers has never been 
fully set out, as many of them originated in ancient custom and the period of absolute monarchy, or were 
modified by later constitutional practice. 

 

MINISTERS AND DEPARTMENTS 

As of 2019, there are around 120 government ministers supported by 560,000 civil servants and other staff 
working in the 25 ministerial departments and their executive agencies. There are also an additional 20 
non-ministerial departments with a range of further responsibilities. 

 

In theory a government minister does not have to be a member of either House of Parliament. In practice, 
however, convention is that ministers must be members of either the House of Commons or House of Lords 
in order to be accountable to Parliament. From time to time, prime ministers appoint non-parliamentarians 
as ministers. In recent years such ministers have been appointed to the House of Lords. 

 
PARLIAMENT 

Under the British system, the government is required by convention and for practical reasons to maintain the 
confidence of the House of Commons. It requires the support of the House of Commons for the maintenance 
of supply (by voting through the government's budgets) and to pass primary legislation. By convention, if a 
government loses the confidence of the House of Commons it must either resign or a general election is held. 
The support of the Lords, while useful to the government in getting its legislation passed without delay, is not 
vital. A government is not required to resign even if it loses the confidence of the Lords and is defeated in key 
votes in that House. The House of Commons is thus the responsible house. 

 

The prime minister is held to account during Prime Minister's Questions (PMQs) which provides an op-
portunity for MPs from all parties to question the PM on any subject. There are also departmental questions 
when ministers answer questions relating to their specific departmental brief. Unlike PMQs both the cabinet 
ministers for the department and junior ministers within the department may answer on behalf of the gover-
nment, depending on the topic of the question. 

 

During debates on legislation proposed by the government, ministers—usually with departmental responsibi-
lity for the bill—will lead the debate for the government and respond to points made by MPs or Lords. 



Committees of both the House of Commons and House of Lords hold the government to account, scrutinise 
its work and examine in detail proposals for legislation. Ministers appear before committees to give evidence 
and answer questions. 

 

Government ministers are also required by convention and the Ministerial Code, when Parliament is sitting, 
to make major statements regarding government policy or issues of national importance to Parliament. This 
allows MPs or Lords to question the government on the statement. When the government instead chooses 
to make announcements first outside Parliament, it is often the subject of significant criticism from MPs and 
the speaker of the House of Commons. 

 

The government's powers include general executive and statutory powers, delegated legislation, and nume-
rous powers of appointment and patronage. However, some powerful officials and bodies, (e.g. HM judges, 
local authorities, and the charity commissions) are legally more or less independent of the government, and 
government powers are legally limited to those retained by the Crown under common law or granted and 
limited by act of Parliament. Both substantive and procedural limitations are enforceable in the courts by 
judicial review. 

 

Nevertheless, magistrates and mayors can still be arrested for and put on trial for corruption, and the gover-
nment has powers to insert commissioners into a local authority to oversee its work, and to issue directives 
that must be obeyed by the local authority, if the local authority is not abiding by its statutory obligations. 

 

By contrast, as in European Union (EU) member states, EU officials cannot be prosecuted for any actions 
carried out in pursuit of their official duties, and foreign country diplomats (though not their employees) and 
foreign members of the European Parliament are immune from prosecution in EU states under any circums-
tance. As a consequence, neither EU bodies nor diplomats have to pay taxes, since it would not be possible 
to prosecute them for tax evasion. When the UK was a member of the EU, this caused a dispute when the 
US ambassador to the UK claimed that London's congestion charge was a tax, and not a charge (despite the 
name), and therefore he did not have to pay it – a claim the Greater London Authority disputed. 

 

Similarly, the monarch is totally immune from criminal prosecution and may only be sued with her permissi-
on (this is known as sovereign immunity). The monarch, by law, is not required to pay income tax, but Queen 
Elizabeth II has voluntarily paid it since 1993, and also pays local rates voluntarily. However, the monarchy 
also receives a substantial grant from the government, the Sovereign Support Grant, and Queen Elizabeth II's 
inheritance from her mother, Queen Elizabeth The Queen Mother, was exempt from inheritance tax. 



In addition to legislative powers, HM Government has substantial influence over local authorities and other 
bodies set up by it, by financial powers and grants. Many functions carried out by local authorities, such as 
paying out housing benefit and council tax benefit, are funded or substantially part-funded by central gover-
nment. 

 

Neither the central government nor local authorities are permitted to sue anyone for defamation. Individual 
politicians are allowed to sue people for defamation in a personal capacity and without using government 
funds, but this is relatively rare (although George Galloway, who was a backbench MP for a quarter of a 
century, has sued or threatened to sue for defamation a number of times). However, it is a criminal offence 
to make a false statement about any election candidate during an election, with the purpose of reducing the 
number of votes they receive (as with libel, opinions do not count). 

SEE ALSO:https://www.gov.uk/government/how-government-works  

 

Situation of Britain (1945-1951) 

Labour and the welfare state (1945–51) 

Labour rejoiced at its political triumph, the first independent parliamentary majority in the party’s history, 
but it faced grave problems. The war had stripped Britain of virtually all its foreign financial resources, and 
the country had built up “sterling credits”—debts owed to other countries that would have to be paid in fore-
ign currencies—amounting to several billion pounds. Moreover, the economy was in disarray. Some indust-
ries, such as aircraft manufacture, were far larger than was now needed, while others, such as railways and 
coal mines, were desperately short of new equipment and in bad repair. With nothing to export, Britain had 
no way to pay for imports or even for food. To make matters worse, within a few weeks of the surrender of 
Japan, on September 2, 1945, U.S. President Harry S. Truman, as he was required to do by law, ended lend-le-
ase, upon which Britain had depended for its necessities as well as its arms. John Maynard Keynes, as his last 
service to Great Britain, had to negotiate a $3.75 billion loan from the United States and a smaller one from 
Canada. In international terms, Britain was bankrupt. 

Labour, nonetheless, set about enacting the measures that in some cases had been its program since the be-
ginning of the century. Nationalization of railroads and coal mines, which were in any case so run down that 
any government would have had to bring them under state control, and of the Bank of England began imme-
diately. In addition, road transport, docks and harbours, and the production of electrical power were nati-
onalized. There was little debate. The Conservatives could hardly argue that any of these industries, barring 
electric power, was flourishing or that they could have done much differently. 

More debate came over Labour’s social welfare legislation, which created the “welfare state.” Labour enacted 
a comprehensive program of national insurance, based upon the Beveridge Report (prepared by economist 
William Beveridge and advocating state action to control unemployment, along with the introduction of free 
health insurance and contributory social insurance) but differing from it in important ways. It regularized the 
de facto nationalization of public assistance, the old Poor Law, in the National Assistance Act of 1946, and in 
its most controversial move it established the gigantic framework of the National Health Service, which pro-
vided free comprehensive medical care for every citizen, rich or poor. The pugnacious temper of the minister 
of health, Aneurin Bevan, and the insistence of radical elements in the Labour Party upon the nationalization 
of all hospitals provoked the only serious debate accompanying the enactment of this immense legislative 
program, most of which went into force within two years of Labour’s accession to office. Bevan emerged at 
this time as an important figure on the Labour left and would remain its leader until his death in 1960. 



Economic crisis and relief (1947) 

Labour’s record in its first 18 months of office was distinguished. In terms of sheer legislative bulk, the gover-
nment accomplished more than any other government in the 20th century save perhaps Asquith’s pre-World 
War I administration or the administration of Margaret Thatcher (1979–90). Yet by 1947 it had been overta-
ken by the economic crisis, which had not abated. The loan from the United States that was supposed to last 
four years was nearly gone. Imports were cut to the bone. Bread, never rationed during the war, had to be 
controlled. Britain had to withdraw support from Greece and Turkey, reversing a policy more than a century 
old, and call upon the United States to take its place. Thus, at Britain’s initiative, the Truman Doctrine came 
into existence. 

 

Relief came with U.S. Secretary of State George C. Marshall’s announcement that the United States would 
undertake a massive program of financial aid to the European continent. Any country in the Eastern or Wes-
tern bloc was entitled to take part. Although the Soviet Union immediately denounced the Marshall Plan as 
the beginning of a division between the East and the West, all western European countries, including Britain, 
hastened to participate. It can be argued that the Marshall Plan and the Truman Doctrine represent the per-
manent involvement of the United States in Europe. 

 

Withdrawal from the empire 

Britain, not entirely by coincidence, was also beginning its withdrawal from the empire. Most insistent in its 
demand for self-government was India. The Indian independence movement had come of age during World 
War I and had gained momentum with the Massacre of Amritsar of 1919. The All-India Congress Party, hea-
ded by Mohandas K. Gandhi, evoked sympathy throughout the world with its policy of nonviolent resistance, 
forcing Baldwin’s government in the late 1920s to seek compromise. The eventual solution, embodied in the 
Government of India Act of 1935, provided responsible government for the Indian provinces, the Indianiza-
tion of the civil service, and an Indian parliament, but it made clear that the Westminster Parliament would 
continue to legislate for the subcontinent. The act pleased no one, neither the Indians, the Labour Party, whi-
ch considered it a weak compromise, nor a substantial section of the Conservative Party headed by Churchill, 
which thought it went too far. Agitation in India continued. 



Further British compromise became inevitable when the Japanese in the spring of 1942 swept through Burma 
to the eastern borders of India while also organizing in Singapore a large Indian National Army and issuing 
appeals to Asian nationalism. During the war, Churchill reluctantly offered increasing installments of inde-
pendence amounting to dominion status in return for all-out Indian support for the conflict. These offers 
were rejected by both the Muslim minority and the Hindu majority. 

 

The election of a Labour government at the end of World War II coincided with the rise of sectarian strife 
within India. The new administration determined with unduly urgent haste that Britain would have to leave 
India. This decision was announced on June 3, 1947, and British administration in India ended 10 weeks la-
ter, on August 15. Burma (now Myanmar) and Ceylon (now Sri Lanka) received independence by early 1948. 
Britain, in effect, had no choice but to withdraw from colonial territories it no longer had the military and 
economic power to control. 

 

The same circumstances that dictated the withdrawal from India required, at almost the same time, the ter-
mination of the mandate in Trans-Jordan, the evacuation of all of Egypt except the Suez Canal territory, and 
in 1948 the withdrawal from Palestine, which coincided with the proclamation of the State of Israel. It has 
been argued that the orderly and dignified ending of the British Empire, beginning in the 1940s and stret-
ching into the 1960s, was Britain’s greatest international achievement. However, like the notion of national 
unity during World War II, this interpretation can also be seen largely as a myth produced by politicians and 
the press at the time and perpetuated since. The ending of empire was calculated upon the basis of Britain’s 
interests rather than those of its colonies. National interest was framed in terms of the postwar situation—
that is, of an economically exhausted, dependent Britain, now increasingly caught up in the international 
politics of the Cold War. What later became known as “decolonization” was very often shortsighted, self-inte-
rested, and not infrequently bloody, as was especially the case in Malaysia (where the politics of anticommu-
nism played a central role) and in Kenya. 



Conservative government (1951–64) 

The last years of Attlee’s administration were troubled by economic stringency and inflation. The pound was 
sharply devalued in 1949, and a general election on February 23, 1950, reduced Labour’s majority over the 
Conservative and Liberal parties to only five seats. Attlee himself was in poor health, and Ernest Bevin, for-
merly the most politically powerful man in the cabinet, had died. More-radical members of the party, led by 
Aneurin Bevan, were growing impatient with the increasingly moderate temper of the leadership. On Octo-
ber 25, 1951, a second general election in a House of Commons not yet two years old returned the Conserva-
tives under Churchill to power with a majority of 17 seats. 

 

The Conservatives remained in power for the next 13 years, from October 1951 until October 1964, first 
under Churchill—who presided over the accession of the new monarch, Queen Elizabeth II, on February 
6, 1952, but was forced to resign on account of age and health on April 5, 1955—and then under Churchill’s 
longtime lieutenant and foreign secretary, Anthony Eden. Eden resigned in January 1957, partly because of 
ill health but chiefly because of his failed attempt to roll back the retreat from empire by a reoccupation of the 
Suez Canal Zone after the nationalization of the canal by the Egyptian president, Gamal Abdel Nasser, in the 
summer of 1956. This belated experiment in imperial adventure drew wide criticism from the United States, 
the British dominions, and indeed within Britain itself. Although it was cut short in December 1956, when 
UN emergency units supplanted British (and French) troops, the Suez intervention divided British politics as 
few foreign issues have done since. Eden was succeeded by his chancellor of the Exchequer, Harold Macmil-
lan. Macmillan remained in office until October 1963, when he too retired because of ill health, to be succee-
ded by Sir Alec Douglas-Home, then foreign secretary. In this period of single-party government, the themes 
were economic change and the continued retreat from colonialism. 








