
About the real 
Security Council  

   

The Security Council has 

primary responsibility, under 

the Charter, for the 

maintenance of international 

peace and security. It is so 

organized as to be able to 

function continuously, and a 

representative of each of its 

members must be present at 

all times at United Nations 

Headquarters. 

When a complaint concerning 

a threat to peace is brought 

before it, the Council's first 

action is usually to 

recommend to the parties to 

try to reach agreement by 

peaceful means.  

In some cases, the Council 

itself undertakes 

investigation and mediation. 

It may appoint special 

representatives or request 

the Secretary-General to do 

so or to use his good offices. 

It may set forth principles for 

a peaceful settlement. 

 

How Security Council delegates should prepare  
Instructional Guide 

Security Councils should in 

many ways prepare themselves 

like ordinary delegates.  

They should research their 

issues very well, make sure to 

familiarize themselves with the 

United Nations Charter 

(specially Chapter VII) and the 

1948 Universal declaration of 

Human Rights, do research on 

the country they represent and 

of course decide what policy 

they should present towards 

the various issues on behalf of 

the country they represent. 

However, there are a few 

differences that need some 

attention. 

First of all, the MUN-Security 

Council does not debate pre-

made resolutions. It creates 

them instead. Delegates 

therefore do not submit 

resolutions, but amendments 

adding clauses. In this way we 

can adopt clauses one by one, 

increasing the chance that we 

will pass the entire resolution. 

So, in oppose to ordinary  

 

delegates, Security Council 

delegates do not prepare 

resolutions at home. They 

prepare policy statements on 

each issue the Security 

Council will discuss and are 

free to prepare "draft-

resolutions". 

Secondly, Security Council 

delegates need to bear in 

mind even more so than 

ordinary delegates that time 

stops at the official opening 

of the conference. This 

means that you should closely 

follow the latest news events 

up to the moment the 

conference start. To make 

things easier for us, we do not 

pay attention to events that 

occur during the conference. 

So it might happen that we 

debate whether or not to take 

military action against a 

certain country, whilst at the 

same time that military 

action is being taken. Just 

remember you're playing a 

role.  
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A "draft-resolution" is just a sample of the kind of resolution 

you'd like to pass, from which you can pick and submit 

clauses one by one 



About the 
Security Council  

   

When a dispute leads to 

fighting, the Council's first 

concern is to bring it to an 

end as soon as possible. On 

many occasions, the Council 

has issued cease-fire 

directives which have been 

instrumental in preventing 

wider hostilities. It also sends 

UN peace-keeping forces to 

help reduce tensions in 

troubled areas, keep 

opposing forces apart and 

create conditions of calm in 

which peaceful settlements 

may be sought. The Council 

may decide on enforcement 

measures, economic 

sanctions (such as trade 

embargoes) or collective 

military action. 

A Member State against 

which preventive or 

enforcement action has been 

taken by the Security Council 

may be suspended from the 

exercise of the rights and 

privileges of membership by 

the General Assembly on the 

recommendation of the 

Security Council. A Member 

State which has persistently 

violated the principles of the 

Charter may be expelled from 

the United Nations by the 

Assembly on the Council's 

recommendation. 

You are however, seriously 

expected to be aware of all the 

oldest and latest developments 

concerning the Security Council 

issues as you attend the 

conference. 

Another important difference 

lies in our capabilities. We can 

do more than ordinary UN-

organs can. We can take 

military action. We can decide 

to demand something from a 

country. We do not need our 

resolutions to pass in the 

General Assembly before we 

consider them "active" and the 

General Assembly sometimes 

even needs to have resolutions 

approved by the Security 

Council, in case they include 

anything that lies within our 

jurisdiction, such as military 

action. Whilst preparing 

yourself, you should think of 

possible solutions to the 

problems we address, in doing 

so you should clearly bear in 

mind that we are capable of 

taking strong measures. 

Finally, you should try to think 

as a Security Council delegate. 

The future and safety of the 

world will be in your hands for 

four days, your acting is going 

to be utterly important. 

Different rules of 

procedure 

The Security Council also varies 

from the ordinary forums in its 

structure. You could say its 

structure is a bit less formal. In 

order to facilitate negotiations 

and have a more active debate, 

the Delegates do not stand 

when speaking; they can yield 

the floor more than once in a 

row depending on the 

President and the special 

conditions for the five 

permanent members of the 

Council. Those are some 

examples that would make 

perfect sense to an experienced 

MUN-participant and seem 

alien to others.  Do not worry, 

at the beginning of the 

conference, we will go through 

the rules briefly, allow you to 

ask any questions you have 

about them and easily start 

using them, moving towards a 

higher level of procedural 

strictness along the way. 

As the Security Council needs a 

lot of debating, especially when 

permanent members need to 

be convinced of not using their 

veto-power, it is entirely up to 

the President to decide when to 

apply the rules strictly and 

when to have them make room 

for more active debate. 

The Security Council needs a 

vote of at least 9 members in 

favour to pass amendments 

and resolutions. Permanent 

members can use their veto-

power to make an amendment 

or resolution fail with one 

single vote. They can however, 

also vote against without using 

their veto-power. The 

permanent members of the 

Security Council are the United 

States of America, the Russian 

Federation, China, the United 

Kingdom and France. 

You should make sure to also 

know the ordinary rules of 

procedure, which can be found 

in the general UNINTERMUN 

instructional guide, with the 

exception of the above 

mentioned differences plus all 

rules that concern adopting 

resolutions and amendments. 



Topic A: The No Sign of Relenting 
Violence in Israel and Palestine 
 

Step 1 –  Set the Scene 

The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is rooted in a dispute 

over land claimed by Jews as their biblical birthright 

and by the Palestinians, who seek self-

determination.  

Despite repeated attempts to end the conflict 

between the Israelis and the Palestinians, there is 

no peace settlement in sight. Neither side has 

fulfilled the commitments it made under the 2003 

roadmap – a phased timetable designed to lead to a 

viable Palestinian state alongside Israel, put 

together by the United States, the European Union, 

Russia and the United Nations. Under that peace 

blueprint, the Palestinian Authority was to rein in 

militants, and it embarked on a U.S.-backed law-

and-order campaign in the occupied West Bank.  

But Hamas, a militant group whose stated aim is 

the destruction of Israel, beat rival Fatah party in 

the Palestinian parliamentary elections in 2006 and 

took control of the Gaza Strip in 2007. Fatah 

retained control of the West Bank. Hamas rejects 

Western calls to recognize Israel and renounce 

violence.  

Despite the roadmap's call for a halt to Israeli 

settlement activity, Israel continues to expand 

settlements in the West Bank and in Arab East 

Jerusalem.  

Fatah and Hamas signed a reconciliation 

agreement in May 2011, but it was not 

implemented until 2014. Under the deal, a U.S.-

backed unity government was formed in June 2014 

and elections are to be held within six months.  

Life in the Palestinian territories has got worse in 

recent years and economic hardship has deepened. 

Socio-economic conditions in Gaza, which is 

subject to the most severe Israeli restrictions, have 

deteriorated particularly sharply and the population 

is increasingly reliant on food aid. Since the end of 

2008, Israel has launched three major operations in 

Gaza with the declared aim of stopping Hamas 

militants from firing rockets into the Jewish state. 

The most recent began in July 2014. 

Step 2 –  Introduction to groups 

involved and topics 

A. Hamas 

Hamas – an acronym for Islamic Resistance 

Movement – emerged during the 1980s Palestinian 

uprising and led a suicide bombing campaign over 

the next decade as part of its stated aim of 

destroying Israel. The Gaza-based group built 

popular support through a social welfare program 

providing healthcare, education and social services 

to the Palestinian population. 

Hamas gained increasing popularity among 

Palestinians due to a perception that, in contrast to 

its rival party Fatah, it was free of corruption. It won 

the Palestinian parliamentary elections in January 

2006, taking 76 out of 132 seats, and became the 

lead player in a Palestinian national unity 

government. Hamas is considered a "terrorist" 

organization by the European Union and the United 

States, and its election victory triggered an aid 

boycott by western donor governments. 

In June 2007, growing rivalry between Hamas and 

Fatah supporters in Gaza led to street fighting 

which killed around 100 people. Hamas won the 

power struggle, effectively taking over the 

government of Gaza. As a result, the Palestinian 

Israel says it rejects any government that includes Hamas. 

More than 50 percent of Palestinians in the West Bank and 

Gaza – 2.2 million people – are refugees, many of whom live 

in crowded camps. 



president and leading Fatah politician Mahmoud 

Abbas sacked the Hamas prime minister, Ismail 

Haniyeh, and set up a separate administration in 

the West Bank. 

Its militia, the Qassam Brigades, numbers about 

25,000 people. 

Hamas denounces the notion of direct talks with 

Israel and does not recognize Israel's right to exist. 

B. Fatah 

Fatah, founded in 1965 by the late leader of the 

Palestine Liberation Organization, Yasser Arafat, is 

the mainstream Palestinian nationalist movement. 

It has run the Palestinian Authority since 1994, 

when it took control of the Palestinian areas 

following the Oslo accords. 

Growing disenchantment with the leadership 

among ordinary Palestinians led to the party losing 

Palestinian elections to Hamas in January 2006 and 

becoming part of a coalition government. Since 

June 2007, its authority has been confined to the 

West Bank. 

Fatah, whose strongest support base lies in the 

West Bank, recognizes Israel's right to exist and is 

formally committed to peace talks with Israel. 

C. Islamic Jihad 

Emerging in Gaza in the 1970s, Islamic Jihad is a 

militant movement whose exact affiliations are 

unclear. Its funding is believed to come from Syria, 

Iran and Hezbollah. It operates mainly in the West 

Bank and Gaza, and has claimed responsibility for 

many suicide bombings against Israelis, along with 

attacks in Lebanon. Like Hamas, its goal is the 

destruction of Israel. 

D. Al-Aqsa Martyrs' Brigades 

Formed by disaffected young men after the second 

uprising erupted in 2000, the Al-Aqsa Martyrs' 

Brigades is nominally associated with Fatah. It has 

carried out many attacks against Israeli soldiers and 

civilians, but Fatah does not officially recognize it 

and it is a moot point how much controls Fatah 

leaders have over its activities. 

 

The Israeli authorities have killed many of the 

group's leaders. Over recent years, many of the 

group's members have received amnesty from 

Israel in return for laying down their weapons. 

E. Popular Resistance Committees 

The Gaza-based PRC is a break-away militant group 

that emerged from the second Intifada in 2000. It 

has been involved in numerous attacks on Israelis, 

often in joint operations with other groups. 

F. The Army of Islam 

This little-known, Gaza-based faction made 

headlines when it kidnapped BBC correspondent 

Alan Johnston in March 2007. The group follows al 

Qaeda-style principles and is closely linked to 

Gaza's powerful Doghmush clan. 

It worked with Hamas to capture Israeli soldier 

Gilad Shalit in 2006 but the two groups broke apart 

over Johnston's kidnap. The Army of Islam released 

Johnston after negotiations with Hamas. 

 

Step 3 –  Country Presentations and 

Backgrounds 

Israel 

Israel's very existence remains a point of contention 

with many Arabs, though increasingly its neighbors 

have signaled a willingness to accept it in exchange 

for territorial and other compromises. Israel's 

decision to build settlements in lands occupied 

during the 1967 War has complicated the conflict. 

Most Israelis now say they are eager to end the 

occupation, but only if iron-clad security 

guarantees-backed by Washington-can be 

obtained. 

Palestinian Authority 

Created by the 1993 Oslo Accords, the Palestinian 

Authority (PA) is the official governing body of the 

Palestinian people, led by President Mahmoud 

Abbas of the Fatah faction. Hobbled by corruption 



and by political infighting, the PA has failed to 

become the stable negotiating partner its creators 

had hoped. The death of Palestinian leader Yasir 

Arafat in 2004 and the subsequent electoral 

successes of the militant Hamas movement have 

seriously threatened its existence. The split in 

Palestinian politics became bloody in 2007 when 

Hamas seized control of the Gaza Strip from the 

Abbas government. 

Egypt 

Egypt and Israel were fierce adversaries until 1978, 

when they signed the Camp David Accords. Though 

sometimes strained, peace between the countries 

has withstood repeated challenges. Egypt remains 

actively involved in Israeli-Palestinian peace 

negotiations and the Egyptian government receives 

the second-largest annual allotment of U.S aid in 

the region, just behind Israel. 

Jordan 

Israel and Jordan have enjoyed normal relations 

since signing a 1994 peace treaty. Since then, 

Amman has played an active role in diplomatic 

efforts to resolve the conflict. Jordan, which before 

1967 controlled the West Bank, renounced its claim 

to the territory. However, many Jordanians have 

Palestinian ancestry, and the country remains host 

to nearly 2 million Palestinian refugees. Estimates 

of the Palestinian component of Jordan's 

population range from one-third to more than one-

half. 

Lebanon 

Unlike Israel's other neighbors, Lebanon was not a 

combatant in the 1967 or 1973 wars. However, the 

country contains groups bent on eliminating the 

Israeli state. Over the years these have included the 

Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), and more 

recently, Hezbollah. Israel regularly has pursued its 

assailants into Lebanese territory, including a major 

invasion in 1982 and an occupation in the south 

which lasted until 2000, and a brief war in 2006. 

Syria's deep involvement in Lebanese politics-

including its claim that Lebanon should rightly be 

part of Syria-and Iran's support for Hezbollah 

further strains Beirut's relations with Israel. 

Syria 

Syria has fought three wars against Israel, and has 

since antagonized its neighbor through its support 

of a proxy, the Lebanese Hezbollah Party. Israel's 

capture and annexation of the Golan Heights in the 

1967 War continues to draw hostility from 

Damascus. Diplomacy has consistently failed to 

solve the impasse, leaving the two nations in a 

state of war 

Iran 

As the region's most prominent Shiite-ruled power, 

Iran's influence has risen in recent years as its two 

Sunni regional rivals, Saddam Hussein and the 

Taliban, both fell to U.S.-led invasions. President 

Mahmoud Ahmadinejad's denial of the Holocaust 

and calls for Israel to be "wiped off the map" 

heightened tensions between Israel and Iran and 

are in line with the revolutionary regime's broader 

agenda in the region. Iran's support of Palestinian 

militant groups like Hamas and Hezbollah, as well 

as Tehran’s nuclear ambitions, has led to 

speculation that Israel may attack Iran if it feels too 

threatened. Iran pointedly was not invited to the 

2007 Annapolis peace conference. 

Saudi Arabia 

Saudi Arabia has no formal diplomatic relations 

with Israel, though it has played an important 

behind-the-scenes role in regional mediation 

efforts while at the same time bankrolling the 

activities of some Islamist groups. The Arab League 

has repeatedly backed a 2002 Saudi proposal as the 

foundation for Arab-Israeli peace. Riyadh holds 

considerable influence in Washington, due largely 

to its oil wealth. 

United States 

Economics, geopolitics, and other arguments all 

underpin the United States' intense interest in the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict. As Washington's closest 

ally in the volatile, oil-rich region, Israel long has 

been the top recipient of U.S. foreign aid, and the 

two nations often share intelligence and military 

technology. These ties have cast Washington as 

Israel's protector and arsenal, however, and in 



some cases hurt U.S. standing in the wider region. 

On the other hand, Arab leaders have often 

recognized Washington's importance as a 

diplomatic player. Still, successive U.S. efforts to 

mediate a solution since the 1967 War have fallen 

short. 

Turkey 

In 1949, Turkey, the successor to the Ottoman 

Empire, became the first predominantly Muslim 

state to recognize Israel. Yet Turkey denounced the 

1967 War and in 1988 formally recognized a 

Palestinian state. Since the 1990s, however, Turkey 

and Israel have enjoyed a close alliance, 

characterized by a free trade agreement, weapons 

sales, and joint military exercises. 

Russia 

Though one of the first nations to recognize Israel, 

the Soviet Union soon aligned itself with Arab 

nationalist regimes and lent support to Palestinian 

militants. In the post-Soviet era, Moscow became 

more involved in diplomacy, joining the diplomatic 

Quartet, which includes the United States, the 

European Union, and the United Nations. Arms 

deals with Syria and support for Iran's nuclear 

program, however, continue to raise questions 

about Moscow's motives. Since Israel declared 

independence in 1948, over a million Jews from the 

former Soviet Union have immigrated to Israel. 

Germany 

The "special relationship" between Israel and 

Germany arises out of Germany's murder of 

millions of Jews during the Holocaust. Germany 

paid large financial reparations to Israel in 1952 and 

established diplomatic relations in 1965. The 

countries enjoy close security, trade, and inter-

parliamentary ties, though recent German 

governments have urged Israel to compromise in 

territorial disputes with its Arab neighbors. 

France 

After World War I, France ruled colonies in modern-

day Syria and Lebanon. Though it gave these up a 

few years prior to Israel's independence, France 

remained a prominent player in the region until the 

1956 Suez Crisis. In fact, France provided Israel with 

nuclear assistance and remained the nation's 

primary weapons supplier until the 1967 War. Paris 

remains involved in the region, but its diplomacy 

shifted sharply toward the Arab parties after the oil 

embargo that followed the 1973 Arab-Israeli War. 

After the 2006 Lebanon war, French peacekeepers 

played a significant role in enforcing a cease-fire. 

Britain 

Because of its post-World War I mandate over 

Palestine, Britain's fingerprints are all over the 

Israeli-Palestinian conflict. Jews and Arabs alike 

point with dismay to contradictory promises of 

national independence issued by the British 

Empire. Though it withdrew from Palestine in 1948 

and further disengaged from the region after the 

1956 Suez Crisis, Britain remains involved in efforts 

to resolve the conflict, offering support and 

criticism to both sides. Shortly after resigning as 

British prime minister in 2007, Tony Blair became 

the envoy of the Quartet-the United States, the 

European Union, Russia, and the United Nations-

charged with institution building among Palestinian 

society. 

Vatican 

The historic enmity between Christianity and 

Judaism, interest in the region's holy sites, and 

support for Arab Christians led the Vatican to 

oppose the creation of Israel. In 1993, the church 

recognized Israeli sovereignty over its pre-1967 

borders; it refuses, like most governments, to 

recognize the Israeli occupation of East Jerusalem, 

home to the holiest sites in Christianity and 

Judaism, and some of the most sacred in Islam. The 

Vatican endorses a two-state solution. 

European Union 

A member of the diplomatic Quartet, the European 

Union (EU) seeks to provide a coordinated 

European position on the conflict. It advocates a 

two-state solution as outlined in the Road Map for 

peace. The EU also provides substantial economic 

assistance to Palestinians, but refused to aid the 



Hamas-run government before it was disbanded by 

Fatah's Mahmoud Abbas in 2007. 

United Nations 

The United Nations has repeatedly been at the 

center of diplomatic efforts to resolve the Israeli-

Palestinian conflict, beginning with its 1947 

proposal for a two-state partition of the British 

Mandate of Palestine. Israel has a tenuous 

relationship with the international body: It has 

repeatedly been criticized for its alleged violation of 

various Security Council resolutions; and it took 

deep umbrage at a 1975 General Assembly 

resolution, pushed through by an Arab-Soviet bloc 

coalition, equating Zionism with racism, which has 

since been rescinded. The United States has often 

chastised the world body for what it sees as an 

obsession with castigating Israel. Still, UN Security 

Council resolutions 242 and 338, passed following 

the 1967 and 1973 wars, remain instrumental to 

peace talks. 

Arab League 

The Arab League maintains a hostile stance toward 

Israel. After the 1967 War, the league passed a 

resolution calling for no peace, recognition, or 

negotiations with Israel. Following the 1979 Egypt-

Israel peace treaty, the league suspended Egypt's 

membership for a decade. The league has since 

changed course, promoting the Arab Peace 

Initiative as a means for Israel to normalize 

relations with the Arab world. The body's Sunni 

governments also have sought to advance peace 

talks to counterbalance the growing influence of 

Shiite Iran over rejectionist movements like 

Hezbollah and Hamas. However, many Israelis 

doubt the sincerity of Arab League peace plans, 

citing insightful articles in Arab media and anti-

Semitic propaganda in the textbooks used in many 

Arab school systems. 

 

 

 

 

Step 4 –  1st Coalition Session 

Examples to help guide the discussion: 

 If the Government of Israel and Hamas do 
agree to a ceasefire, how can they avoid 
another round of fighting in the coming years? 

 Which side has the strongest military? And is a 
just war being waged? 

 How much do historical and religious 
grievances matter? 

 How do we draw a line between the historical 
grievance and the people currently living 
there? 

 Which side is it within our national interest to 
support? 

 

Step 5 –  1st Coalition Session 

Examples to help guide the discussion:    

 What is the cause of the conflict? 

 Is Hamas a terrorist organization? 

 Are Palestinians refugees? 

 Is it necessary for all these other countries to 
be involved? 

 

Step 6 –  2nd Coalition Session 

Examples of resolution include: 

 One-State Solution 

 Two-State solution 

 Sinai Option 

 Three-State solution 

 Background Information 

 (Re)starting negotiations, 

 Constructive unilateralism, and 

 Cold Peace 

 

Step 7 –  Introduce Resolutions 

Step 8 –  Voting 
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Topic B: Ongoing Syrian Conflict and the 
Ways it has Affected its Surrounding 
Areas 
 

Step 1 –  Set the Scene 

What began as protests against President Assad’s 

regime in 2011 quickly escalated into a full-scale 

war between the Syrian government—backed by 

Russia, I1ran, and the Lebanese Shia Muslim 

political party and militant group Hezbollah—and 

anti-government rebels groups. This has led to spill 

over into neighboring states and intervention by 

outside parties, particularly in response to the 

expansion of the self-declared Islamic State from 

Iraq into Syria.  

France, the United Kingdom, and the United 

States, with the support of Turkey, Saudi Arabia, 

and other Arab partners, have conducted air strikes 

against Islamic State targets. After a controversial 

U.S. train-and-equip program was shut down in 

September 2015—having successfully trained less 

than one hundred fighters and of whom some had 

defected to al-Qaeda—the Obama administration 

authorized the deployment of fifty U.S. Special 

Operations ground forces to support Kurdish forces 

fight the Islamic State. Meanwhile, at the request 

of the Syrian government in September 2015, 

Russia began launching air strikes against what it 

claimed were Islamic State targets, but has been 

criticized by U.S. officials for also focusing on 

moderate rebel groups opposed to Assad. 

As conflict in Syria approaches its sixth year, major 

powers on both sides of the conflict have endorsed 

UN efforts to mediate between the government 

and opposition. Talks initially slated for January 25 

in Geneva are jeopardized by disagreement over 

who will represent the opposition. But the more 

fundamental obstacle to negotiating a settlement 

is dispute over Syrian President Bashar al-Assad’s 

future, says CFR’s Philip H. Gordon. U.S. diplomats 

are aiming “to find a path between the extremes of 

immediate regime change and no regime change at 

all,” says Gordon, who previously handled Syria 

policy at the National Security Council, but “it is 

unclear if that circle can be squared.” 

Syria's seventeen-month-old political and 

humanitarian crisis has continued to deteriorate 

over the last several weeks, with heavy clashes 

between rebels and Syrian armed forces in the 

country's large cities.  

As the Syrian crisis is in its fourth year, more than 

6.9 million people have been displaced according to 

UNHCR. Over half of these refugees are children. 

As the refugee numbers hit over 4 million, the 

Syrian refugee crisis in now the biggest of our era.  

Of the 4.5 billion dollars needed to provide 

adequate care for these refugee's, only ablot 1.3 

million has been received by the international 

community. Leaving an overwhelming gap of 3.1 

billion dollars needed. 

According to the UN: 

 Women and children make up 3/4 of the 

refugee population 

 By the end of 2014, over 50% of the Syrian 

population will be in need of aid 

 Refugees have little more than the clothes on 

their backs when arriving at refugee camps 

 6.5 million internally displaced within Syria as 

of 2015 

 An estimated 9 million total persons have fled 

their homes as of 2015 

 Over 1 million people have registered from 

2012 to 2013 

A report published by the UN in March 2015 

estimated the total economic loss since the start of 

the conflict was $202bn. It is estimated that four in 

every five Syrians live in poverty with 30% of them 

in abject poverty. Currently, in a state of collapse or 

Syria's education, health and social welfare 

systems. 

 

 

 



Step 2 – Introduction of topics and 

countries  

The UN may have to delay its extension of 

invitations to peace talks on Syria because of a lack 

of agreement as to who should represent the 

opposition. These talks were called for by the 

International Syria Support Group, a group of 

seventeen countries and international 

organizations, including the United Nations, the 

European Union, the United States, Saudi Arabia, 

Turkey, the United Arab Emirates, Qatar, the 

Europeans, Iran, Russia, and others. Their goal is to 

bring the regime and the opposition together to 

negotiate a cease-fire and political transition in 

Syria. But so long as you don’t have an agreement 

on who should represent the opposition, it’s 

impossible for a meeting to take place. An 

alternative option may be proximity talks, in which 

the regime and opposition would be present but do 

not meet with each other directly. 

The essential difference among the outside powers 

is that Russia and Iran are determined to preserve 

the Assad regime while Saudi Arabia, Turkey, and 

Qatar are determined to get rid of Assad as soon as 

possible. The United States has been trying to see if 

there’s some middle ground, for example by setting 

a concrete timetable for Assad’s departure, or 

reducing the powers of the presidency and 

empowering a transitional government until 

elections can be held. So far it has been impossible 

to bridge the gap on the most divisive question of 

all, which is Assad’s future. 

Step 3 –  Country Presentations 

United States 

The US air force has carried out the majority of air 

strikes against IS targets since forming a coalition 

of Western and regional powers in August 

2014.President Barack Obama is extremely 

reluctant to send ground troops to fight IS after 

protracted and unpopular wars in Iraq and 

Afghanistan, but the US does have about 3,500 

troops in Iraq to train the country's armed forces. 

The US has also provided weapons and training to 

"moderate" Syrian rebel groups, and unconfirmed 

reports suggest US special forces have been 

fighting alongside anti-IS forces in both Iraq and 

Syria. 

Saudi Arabia 

Regional Sunni power Saudi Arabia is part of US-led 

military action against IS targets in Syria. Riyadh 

also agreed to a US request to provide a base to 

train moderate Syrian rebel forces. The kingdom 

has been a key supporter of the rebels, including 

hardline Islamist groups, but it has rejected an 

Iranian accusation that it has directly supported IS. 

However, wealthy Saudis have sent donations to 

the group and some 2,500 Saudi men have 

travelled to Syria to fight. In July 2014, Riyadh 

deployed 30,000 troops to beef up security along its 

border with Iraq, and the following month hosted 

Iran's deputy foreign minister as the two regional 

rivals agreed to co-operate. 

Iran 

Regional Shia power Iran has seen IS - which 

regards Shia Muslims as heretics who should be 

killed - advance to within 25 miles (40km) of its 

border. 

Although Iran stands on the opposite side of much 

of the international community over Syria, it has 

called for co-operation against IS. It has reached 

out to its rival Saudi Arabia - the leading Sunni 

power - and turned a blind eye to US actions in Iraq, 

which it has historically opposed. 

Officially Iran denies it has deployed any combat 

troops in Syria, but in June 2015, the official Iran 

news agency said at least 400 Iranian and Iran-

based Afghan "volunteers" had been killed in the 

past four years. In Iraq, the Iranians have played a 

key role in countering IS. Revolutionary Guards 

have advised Iraqi security forces, Iranian pilots 

have carried out air strikes, and Iranian-backed Shia 

militia have been mobilized. 

Iraq 

The former Shia-dominated government of Nouri 

Maliki marginalized Iraq's Sunni community, 

creating conditions which helped the extremist 



Sunni IS come to prominence. He nevertheless 

launched air strikes in August 2014 when thousands 

of members of the Yazidi religious minority became 

trapped on Mount Sinjar. In September 2014, Mr. 

Maliki stepped aside and a new Iraqi government 

was named. The next phase of US assistance will 

reportedly involve an intensified effort to train, 

advice and equip the Iraqi military, Kurdish 

Peshmerga fighters and Sunni tribesmen willing to 

turn against IS. 

It is not clear how new Prime Minister Haider al-

Abadi will deal with the Shia militiamen who have 

stopped IS reaching Baghdad. Some have been 

accused of operating outside of the state's control 

and carrying out reprisal attacks against Sunnis. 

Syria 

Since the start of the uprising against his rule in 

March 2011, President Bashar al-Assad has 

repeatedly warned of the threat of Islamist 

extremists to Syria and the wider region. Western 

powers initially dismissed Mr. Assad's portrayal of 

his opponents as "terrorists", but became 

increasingly concerned by the rise of IS and al-

Qaeda's affiliate, al-Nusra Front.  

Although they now acknowledge that IS cannot be 

beaten without attacking its strongholds in Syria, 

Western powers still want Mr. Assad out of power 

and are reluctant to co-operate with him. The 

Syrian foreign ministry said it was given advance 

warning of the US-led air strikes on IS targets on its 

territory in September 2014, stating it supported 

international efforts at "combating terrorism". 

France 

France was part of the US-led coalition targeting IS 

in Iraq from September 2014. In September 2015 it 

carried out its first raids on targets in Syria. 

President Francois Hollande vowed to intensify 

strikes against IS after the group said it was behind 

the deadly attacks in Paris of 13 November 2015. 

United Kingdom 

The UK parliament voted in December 2015 to 

extend its bombing campaign against IS in Iraq to 

targets in Syria. The motion to strike targets in 

Syria was put forward by the Conservative 

government and opposed by the Labour leader, 

Jeremy Corbyn. Mr. Corbyn urged Labour MPs to 

vote against the strikes but allowed them a free 

vote, and 67 MPs voted in favour. UK strikes began 

the night of the vote, with RAF Tornados bombing 

an IS-controlled Omar oil fields in eastern Syria. 

The UK parliament had in 2013 voted against 

strikes in Syria. It approved British air strikes 

against IS targets in Iraq in September 2014. 

Turkey 

Turkey is eager to defeat IS, which has advanced 

into territory along its borders with Syria and Iraq. 

Turkey believes that the deadly bombings in the 

border town of Suruc, in July 2015, which killed 32 

youth activists, and in the capital Ankara in 

October, which killed nearly 100, were carried out 

by IS. 

Turkish jets have carried out attacks on IS positions 

in Syria, and the NATO member is allowing US jets 

to use its southern Incirlik air base. 

Qatar 

Qatar was another Gulf state to participate in or 

support the US-led military action against IS in 

Syria. The emirate is the location of Al Udeid Air 

Base, a highly-classified US facility from which all 

attack and surveillance missions in the region are 

coordinated by US Central Command (CentCom). 

The Qatari government has been forced to 

repeatedly deny accusations from Iraq's Shia 

leaders that it provided financial support to IS. 

However, wealthy individuals in the emirate are 

believed to have made donations and the 

government has given money and weapons to 

hardline Islamist groups in Syria. 

Russia 

Russia is not part of the US-led coalition but started 

carrying out air strikes in Syria in September 2015. 

It has also launched missiles from warships in the 

Caspian Sea. President Vladimir Putin says his 

country is targeting IS strongholds and other 



militant fighters. However, the US fears Russia is 

actually targeting opponents of Syrian President 

Bashar al-Assad, who is a Russian ally. 

Russia now believes that Egypt last month, killing 

more than 200 people, mostly Russian 

holidaymakers. Sinai Province, an IS-linked 

Egyptian group, said it had downed the jet. 

 

Step 4 –  1st Coalition Session      

 What has the international community done to 
address this crisis?  

 Have these efforts been successful?  

 What are the challenges of international 
intervention?  

 What countries or groups support 
intervention?  

 What countries or groups oppose it?  

 What countries or groups remain neutral?  

 Why does this make it difficult for the 
international community to act? 

 

Step 5 –  Group Discussion  

 What type of anti-terrorism actions exist in 
your country?   

 How your country does supports the situation 
of terrorism?  

 Is it necessary for all these other countries to 
be involved? 

 How do other countries view the conflict?  

 What steps are being taken to help resolve the 
situation? 

 

Step 6 –  2nd Coalition Session       

The current goal is a comprehensive political 

framework that includes reform of Syrian 

institutions, formation of a new government, the 

identification of “terrorist groups” and a plan for 

elections. Those are laudable goals. Unfortunately, 

there seems to be no prospect of near-term 

agreement on detailed institutional arrangements, 

let alone new leadership. With key players so 

deeply divided over the future of Syrian dictator 

Bashar al-Assad, pursuing a comprehensive 

framework seems a recipe for continued war, 

displacement and instability, all of which are fueling 

the radicalization behind the rise of the Islamic 

State. 

The question of foreign powers is no clearer. 

Western authorities do not know how to 

resolvhttp://www.brookings.edu/research/flash-

topics/flash-topic-folder/syria-conflict-refugee-

crisise the crisis, but the European Union has not 

renewed the arms embargo originally imposed in 

May 2011. Saudi Arabia and Qatar have stepped in 

to fill the vacuum by arming rebels, the former does 

so in order to weaken the regime’s ally, Shia Iran, 

and the latter to extend its own influence in a post-

Arab Spring Middle East. 

Recent developments do not point to signs of 

resolution. In the past month, tests carried out by 

British and French governments have uncovered 

the use of sarin gas as a weapon, although Russia 

has insisted there is no real proof yet that chemical 

weapons have been used in the conflict. After two 

weeks of clashes, government forces recaptured 

the town of Qusair in early June, strategically 

important for its position near the Lebanese border 

and its links to other key locations, such as Homs 

and the port of Tartous. However, this is not 

indicative of overall gains and the conflict looks to 

have become increasingly sectarian in nature. 

 

Step 7 –  Introduce Resolutions 

 

Step 8 –  Voting 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Other Resources: 

1. http://www.cfr.org/syria/syrias-agonizing-

diplomatic-path/p37465(Council on Foreign 

Relations) 

2. http://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-

29074514 (BBC news) 

3. http://www.cfr.org/global/global-conflict-

tracker/p32137#!/conflict/civil-war-in-syria 

(Global Conflict Tracker) 

4. http://www.iamsyria.org/conflict-

background.html  

5. http://www.euronews.com/2013/06/13/all-you-

need-to-know-about-the-syrian-conflict/ 

(Euronews) 

6. http://www.brookings.edu/research/flash-

topics/flash-topic-folder/syria-conflict-

refugee-crisis (Brookings) 

7. http://www.educationworld.com/a_lesson/syri

a-conflict-discussion-guide-2013.shtml  

8. http://www.choices.edu/resources/twtn/twtn_

syria.php  

  

  



TOPIC C: Economic Sanctions to Iran Due 
to Nuclear Arms Propaganda 
 

Step 1 –  Set the scene 

In response to Iran’s illicit nuclear activities, support 

for terrorism, and abuse of human rights, the 

United States and other countries have imposed 

sanctions. Acting both through the United Nations 

Security Council, and regional or national 

authorities, a coalition that includes the United 

States, the member states of the European Union, 

Japan, the Republic of Korea, Canada, Australia, 

Norway, Switzerland, and others have put in place 

a strong, inter-locking matrix of sanctions 

measures relating to Iran's nuclear, missile, energy, 

shipping, transportation, and financial sectors. 

These measures are designed: (1) to block the 

transfer of weapons, components, technology, and 

dual-use items to Iran’s prohibited nuclear and 

missile programs, (2) to target select sectors of the 

Iranian economy relevant to its proliferation 

activities, and (3) to induce Iran to engage 

constructively, through discussions with the United 

States, China, France, Germany, the United 

Kingdom, and Russia in the “E3+3 process,” to 

return to compliance with its non-proliferation 

obligations. These nations have made clear that 

Iran’s return to compliance with its international 

obligations would open the door to its receiving 

treatment as a normal non-nuclear-weapon state 

under The Non-proliferation Treaty and sanctions 

being lifted. 

Since the International Atomic Energy Agency 

(IAEA) reported Iran’s noncompliance to the UN 

Security Council in 2006, the UN Security Council 

has adopted a Presidential Statement (2006) and 

six resolutions dealing with concerns about Iran. 

Four resolutions impose Chapter VII, legally 

binding, sanctions on Iran: Resolution 1737 (2006), 

Resolution 1747 (2007), Resolution 1803 (2008), and 

Resolution 1929 (2010).  

• Resolution 1737 (2006) created an Iran 

Sanctions Committee (“1737 Committee”), which 

has a mandate to, among other things, monitor 

implementation of measures imposed by the 

above-mentioned four sanctions resolutions, 

examine and take appropriate action on 

information regarding violations of these measures, 

designate additional individuals and entities and 

make recommendations to strengthen the 

effectiveness of the imposed measures.  

 

Step 2 - Background 

The diplomatic crisis from 2011-2013 was a 

worsening of international relations between the 

Iranian Government of Mahmud Ahmadineyad, 

Israel, USA and the European Union, which took 

place from early 2011 due to accusations against 

Iran by holding facilities for the creation of nuclear 

weapons. Other countries, like Australia, to a lesser 

extent cut their relations with the Tehran 

Government. 

The crisis broke out when the Israeli Government 

said that, due to the presence of these facilities, 

launch military action against the nuclear 

complexes of Iran. The presence of nuclear 

weapons was always denied by the Iranian 

President, Mahmud Ahmadineyad, claiming that 

such facilities had as objective the creation of 

atomic energy. However, the report of the 

International Atomic Energy Agency reported that 

Iran had acquired information about how metallize 

uranium, necessary for a nuclear bomb. The United 

States Secretary of Defense, León Panetta said that 

during the course of the 2012 Iran would have the 

ability to manufacture an atomic bomb.  This report 

led to a series of economic sanctions by the United 

States, the Security Council of the UN and the 

European Union to Iranian entities, such as the 

central bank of the country initially. And finally, the 

embargo of oil from Iran by the United States and 

the European Community. More tension in the 

conflict area was found in the Strait of Hormuz, 

where the Iranians control more than 40 percent of 

world oil. Tehran authorities threatened several 

times to close the transit for the narrow passage, 

which caused the French, English and American 

Governments to carry aircraft carriers to the area, 

giving rise to rumors of a possible war. 



On January, 2016 the sanctions imposed on Iran, 

stayed without effect as soon as the International 

Agency of Atomic power certified that Iran had 

expired with the commitments assumed in his 

nuclear agreement with the so called one "5+1". 

This is with five Permanent Members of the 

Security Council of the United Nations, and 

Germany. 

Iran will be able to sell now crude oil, with that Iran 

will re-compose its levels of reserves and will be 

able to begin to modernize public infrastructure. 

The trade of Iran with the European Union and 

Turkey presumably will be started.  

As consequence of the raising of the sanctions, the 

financial Iranian system will be able to return to 

operate with the international system. 

 

Step 3 –  Countries involved 

Iran 

During the presidency of the ultraconservative 

Mahmud Ahmadineyad the nuclear program of Iran 

advanced enormously, managing to produce 

enclosed plutonium, element used for the 

manufacture of nuclear bombs. Ajmadineyad 

always defended that the nuclear program had 

ends pacific but, nevertheless, most of the 

international community saw the project as 

potentially dangerously, and during his mandate 

Iran was sanctioned in repeated occasions.  

Later, in 2013, it was happened by the most 

moderate Hasán Rouhaní, who, without paralyzing 

the controversial nuclear program, assured that it 

would try to search " more transparency to say to 

the world that (the program) is doing to him inside 

the international procedure " and defending the 

importance of supporting negotiations, at the time 

that it criticized the sanctions for "unjust", affirming 

that were harming both West and Iran. 

United States 

The United States has imposed restrictions on 

activities with Iran under various legal authorities 

since 1979, following the seizure of the U.S. 

Embassy in Tehran. The most recent statute, the 

Comprehensive Iran Sanctions, Accountability and 

Divestment Act (CISADA), added new measures 

and procedures to the 1996 Iran Sanctions Act 

(ISA). The CISADA was enacted July 1, 2010, soon 

after the United Nations Security Council adopted 

Resolution 1929, the fourth U.N. resolution 

imposing binding legal obligations and sanctions on 

Iran. U.S. law also prohibits the export of most 

goods and services to Iran and transactions 

involving U.S. persons or property subject to U.S. 

jurisdiction with certain designated individuals and 

entities. The United States also places restrictions 

on exports and re-exports from the United States 

to certain destinations and end-users. Those 

restrictions are administered by several U.S. 

Government agencies. 

European Union 

The countries of the European Union agreed on 

January 23, 2012 put into practice a seizure of the 

imports of products oil proceeding from Iran, which 

prohibited immediately the new petroleum 

contracts with Iran and gave a term of 6 months to 

put end to the already existing ones. 

Australia 

Australia also added to the blockade of the Iranian 

oil on January 25, 2012. 

Israel 

Israel was the first country in denouncing the 

presence of nuclear weapon in Iran, affirming that 

these would suppose a danger for the whole world. 

The government of Israel urged to the international 

community to take other measurements against 

Iran, as economic sanctions or petroleum seizures. 

United Kingdom 

On November 29, 2011, a group of at least two 

hundred persons threw the assault to the British 

embassy in Iran, replacing the flag of United 

Kingdom with Iran's flag. This incident provoked 

the retreat of the personnel of the embassy in 

Teheran of definitive form, cutting the negotiations 

between both countries. The sending of warships to 



the strait of Strait of Ormuz, reaffirmed the deep 

diplomatic crisis between both countries. 

 

Step 4 - Security Council actions:  

I. Since the International Atomic Energy Agency 

(IAEA) reported Iran’s noncompliance to the 

UN Security Council in 2006, the UN Security 

Council has adopted a Presidential Statement 

(2006) and six resolutions dealing with 

concerns about Iran. Four resolutions impose 

Chapter VII, legally binding, sanctions on Iran: 

Resolution 1737 (2006), Resolution 1747 (2007), 

Resolution 1803 (2008), and Resolution 1929 

(2010).  

II. Resolution 1737 (2006) created an Iran 

Sanctions Committee (“1737 Committee”), 

which has a mandate to, among other things, 

monitor implementation of measures imposed 

by the above-mentioned four sanctions 

resolutions, examine and take appropriate 

action on information regarding violations of 

these measures, designate additional 

individuals and entities and make 

recommendations to strengthen the 

effectiveness of the imposed measures. 

III. On July 20, The United Nations Security 

Council unanimously adopted a resolution 

establishing a monitoring system for Iran’s 

nuclear programme and considering the 

“eventual removal” of all nuclear-related 

sanctions against the country. 

IV. Under that “historic” agreement, concluded in 

Vienna on 14 July, Iran reaffirmed “that it will 

under no circumstances ever seek, develop or 

acquire any nuclear weapons.” The Council’s 

adoption of the current resolution triggers the 

JCPOA coming into effect in 90 days. 

V. The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) 

has adopted seven resolutions as part of 

international efforts to address Iran’s nuclear 

program. The central demand by the council in 

the first six was that Iran suspend its uranium 

enrichment program, as well as undertake 

several confidence-building measures outlined 

in a February 2006 International Atomic 

Energy Agency (IAEA) Board of Governors 

resolution - including reconsidering the 

construction of its heavy-water reactor and 

ratifying the IAEA Additional Protocol. The 

council initially laid out these calls in a 

nonbinding Security Council presidential 

statement adopted in March 2006.  

VI. Almost all the resolutions were adopted under 

Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter, 

making most of the provisions of the 

resolutions legally binding on Iran, or all UN 

member states. Four of them include a series 

of progressively expansive sanctions on Iran 

and or Iranian persons and entities. The 

sanctions represent one track in a “dual-track 

approach” pursued by the permanent five 

members of the council and Germany (the so-

called P5+1), to address Iran’s nuclear 

program. The other track involved a series of 

proposals to reach a negotiated settlement. 

 

Step 5 –  Group discussion 

 Should the international community 
investigate other countries with nuclear arms? 

 Which measures should countries take? 

 Are the Security Council resolutions enough to 
control nuclear issues? 

 What other steps can be taken? 

 

Step 6 –  Introduce Resolutions 

 

Step 7 – Voting 

 

 

 

 

 



Other Resources: 

1.  UN. (2015). Resolution 2231 (2015) Adopted 

by the Security Council at its 7488th meeting: 

http://www.securitycouncilreport.org/atf/cf/%

7B65BFCF9B-6D27-4E9C-8CD3-

CF6E4FF96FF9%7D/s_res_2231.pdf  

2. Venezuela Embassy. (2010). Iran sanctions: 

http://caracas.usembassy.gov/news-

events/embassy-news/iran-sanctions.html 

3. UN News Centre. (2015). Security Council 

adopts resolution endorsing Iran nuclear deal: 

http://www.un.org/apps/news/story.asp?News

ID=51455#.VqJt_ejhDcc 

4. Arms Control Association. (2015). UN Security 

Council Resolutions on Iran. 

https://www.armscontrol.org/factsheets/Secur

Sec-Council-Resolutions-on-Iran 

5. International Atomic Energy Agency. IAEA and 

Iran - UN Security Council Resolutions and 

Statements:https://www.iaea.org/newscenter/

focus/iran/iaea-and-iran-un-security-council-

resolutions-and-statement
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