[image: image1.jpg]






Dear Delegates,


I would like to welcome you to KnightMUN 2010! My name is Rachel de Leon and I am honored to be serving as the Director of the Security Council this year. I am currently a 2nd year Materials Science and Engineering student at the University of Florida. Model United Nations does seem a little off the beaten path for an engineering major but I assure you I am very energetic about international relations. I have been involved as a delegate since my freshmen year of high school, and began assistant directing this past year. I am very excited to have the opportunity to direct this year at KnightMUN and we have some interesting topics to discuss. 

Now some basic information about the conference: Security Council committees are generally designed for experienced delegates. We will be using general parliamentary procedure, and I would encourage each delegate to read the KnightMUN guide for rules and procedures posted on the website. As there are only 15 members of the United Nations Security Council, the committee will be rather fast paced. I will encourage the majority of discussion be through moderated and unmoderated caucus to ensure debate run as smoothly as possible. Please remember that position papers will be due at the beginning of the first session! They must be formatted correctly according the position paper guidelines provided on the KnightMUN website. Position papers are required in this committee. Remember, position papers are the best start to your research and should give you great insight into your country’s international viewpoints. 

Our two topics this year are very pressing within the confines of the international community today. I am expecting you to come prepared for each topic to the fullest of your extent so we may proceed with the greatest level of debate. I commend you for taking the time out of your weekend to participate in such a conference, so let’s make this a productive and enjoyable weekend. 

So please come prepared for a great weekend! (
Sincerely,

Rachel de Leon

Director for the Security Council, KnightMUN 2010

The Security Council

I. Nuclear Disarmament and Nonproliferation

History
The concern with nuclear technology began in the early 1960s as the development of nuclear weapons began to spread throughout a majority of developed nations. The first movement to intercept this growing trend was the Partial Test Ban Treaty of 1963, which prohibited the testing of all nuclear material except for in controlled underground environment. By 1968, the concern for nuclear material had increased to an international awareness level. President Reagan initiated talks with the Soviet Union to control this growth, leading to the Nuclear Non-proliferation Treaty (NPT). 

The Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)

The NPT began in 1958 by the design of Irish Minister for External Affairs, Frank Aiken. Finland was the first nation to sign the treaty in 1968. It was not until 1992 that all 5 declared-nuclear powers had signed, which are also known as the 5 permanent members of the Security Council. To this day, the NPT has 189 signatories yet remains largely unenforced. The 189 signatures on the treaty include Taiwan, though it is not recognized as an official independent state, and North Korea which has since withdrawn from the treaty. South Africa is one of the very few nations that have succeeded in disarming its nuclear arsenal. The apartheid of South Africa built a small arsenal in the 1980s, which was destroyed in 1991 by the established government. It is claimed that Israel may have aided in destroying or distributing the remaining South African weapons, though there is no proof of such an interaction. Only three nations stand alone from any involvement with the NPT, those being Israel, Pakistan, and India. 
There are three main pillars regarding the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons which establishes a system of safeguards under the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). The first concern is non-proliferation. Specifically regarding the five nuclear weapon states, which are France, China, the United Kingdom, the Russian Federation, and the United States of America, this point aims to restrict the spread of nuclear weapons to non-nuclear countries. These nations have agreed through the NPT and the International Atomic Energy Agency to restrict any trade of nuclear weapons, discourage further development of nuclear technology, and prevent the transfer of peaceful nuclear technology to any weapon-like development. The second pillar discussed in the NPT is disarmament. The degree to which the treaty’s definition and objectives of disarmament is interpreted is still largely debated. The Non-Aligned Movement claims that this article is adamant about completely disarming all nuclear-weapon states within a reasonably near future. Yet this task has only been accomplished by one nation, South Africa. The International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspected and finally declared South Africa to have fully dismantled its nuclear weapon program, which had begun under the apartheid government. The third pillar recognizes that under a state’s sovereignty, it may choose to develop nuclear energy program. The NPT restricts this only to the degree of complying with Articles I and II, which comprise the first pillar. The Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons stands as one of the first major movements towards a nuclear-free world, yet lacks legal strength and the support of and implementation by most member states. 
Other International Initiatives

The international community has attempted to create stronger treaties and organizations to investigate and enforce non-proliferation. The Treaty on the Reduction and Limitation of Strategic Offensive Arms (START) was initially a bilateral agreement between the United States of America and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, signed on July 31st, 1991. There has since been two following START treaties in 1993 and 1997. The START treaties were seen as the next round of arms reduction movements following the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks (SALT) treaties during the cold war. 

Most recently, the movement for nuclear non-proliferation is growing as seen by the increased involvement of the international community in a much greater number of reduction and disarmament discussions. The Global Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism (GICNT), which consists of 82 member states and 4 observers. The G-8 Global Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction works with governments to create programs for the destruction of current weapons as well as the security of existing nuclear technology. The 2010 Global Summit on Nuclear Security focuses on the security of nuclear technology and materials in regards to terrorism. 40 nations as well as the United Nations, International Atomic Energy Agency, and the European Union were in attendance. 
Current policies 

One of the largest steps the United Nations Security Council has taken was seen in Resolution 1540 (2004). The resolution required states under the United Nations Charter to “refrain from supporting by any means non-State actors from developing, acquiring, manufacturing, possessing, transporting, transferring or using nuclear, chemical or biological weapons and their delivery systems.” It also creates the 1540 committee which promotes the implementation of all major points under UNSCR 1540.
 Recently the Security Council has convened in the presence of 14 Heads of State and come to an agreement on disarmament and nonproliferation. The council adopted resolution 1887 to address specifically nuclear threats and the noncompliance of certain members to current nuclear treaties. This is the “first comprehensive action on nuclear issues since the mid-1990s” seen under the Security Council. Resolution 1887 specifically addresses issues with states that have yet to ratify the Treaty on the Non-proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, as well as with nations that have made no effort to achieve any of the main points of the NPT. This resolution is adamant in its restriction of conducting nuclear testing under the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty (CTBT). The Security Council resolution delegates certain responsibilities to other groups active in disarmament such as declaring the Conference on Disarmament “negotiate a Treaty banning the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices.” It also expresses an interest in the beginnings of a fourth START discussion between the United States and the Russian Federation, specifically in creating more legal obligations in disarmament. This resolution increases the response of the global community to the issue. 
The Security Council will need to remain engaged in the issue of disarmament and non-proliferation if any such document is to have a serious, long-lasting impact on the future goals of the IAEA and the NPT. The IAEA recently published guidelines under which it will engage in stricter execution and adherence to the NPT Safeguards Agreement and recent Security Council resolutions. This came shortly after the release of UN Security Council Resolution 1887 and was in specific reference to the Islamic Republic of Iran. 
Guiding Questions
How will the Security Council proceed in creating greater legal responsibilities for nations that refuse to comply with UNSCR 1540 and 1887?
How can the United Nations Security Council and International Atomic Energy Agency initiate greater global involvement and awareness? 

While non-proliferation is growing, how will disarmament begin? What will individual Security Council members do to take active steps towards disarmament?

Resources

http://www.un.org/News/Press/docs/2009/sc9746.doc.htm

http://www.un.org/sc/1540/
http://www.wmdinsights.com/I26/I26_G2_GlobalInitiative.htm

http://www.state.gov/t/isn/c18406.htm

http://www.partnershipforglobalsecurity.org/

 http://www.america.gov/st/peacesec-english/2010/April/20100406143850zjsredna0.789776.html
II. Security situation in Afghanistan

The United Nations has been actively involved in the region since 1946 through development projects and aid under the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP). Afghanistan, specifically, has been a nation of turmoil and instability since the late 1970s following several assassinations of major political leaders. The intervention of the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) added to the political unrest, with a shift of power to the Islamic Taliban. The Security Council has taken measures such as allowing international intervention in the situation yet Afghanistan remains a failed state according to the United Nations. As step progress to give greater independence back to the Afghani citizens, opposition groups that control a large majority of the country remains a hindrance. 

History
Afghanistan was thrown into political unrest initially in 1978 when a prominent leader of the government’s opposing political party was killed. It led to the assassination of the current president, leading to governmental control by the People’s Democratic Party of Afghanistan (PDPA). The United States took interest in Mujahideen fighters during the Cold War as a deterrent for the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR).  When the PDPA president was assassinated, the USSR stepped in and invaded Afghanistan. In response, the United States increased funding to jihadist fighters. The Islamic State of Afghanistan was created in 1992 following the fall of a Soviet backed government. Civil war ensued for next decade. 
The intervention of outside military powers greatly weakened the state of the nation to such instability it was subjected to warlordism then a government ruled by the Taliban. In 2001, United States was authorized by the United Nations Security Council to “overthrow the Taliban government, as an offensive against the terrorist al-Qaeda organization.” The US and other NATO allies entered Afghanistan and established the International Security Assistance Force (ISAF) for the purpose of providing “military support for a newly-established pro-Western government,” though the nation remains a failed state. The successes of ISAF were combined with the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA) to emphasize the presence of both the UN and NATO in the area. 
A new constitution was established for the nation in 2004, in hopes of encouraging a united front among the newly elected parliament of 2005. Though violent outbreaks continue the response of the international community increases as seen in a pledge for $10 billion in reconstruction aid in 2006. As elections occur under strict UN security, the battles continue with the Taliban and the officially recognized government under Hamid Karzai. NATO eventually steps in to take greater control of the area, specifically surrounding Kabul in 2006. The United States of America also has increased its troop presence in the nation as of 2009 with a more offensive strategy against the Taliban. Following the elections of 2009, the country was thrown back into disarray under concerns of marred elections. The UN beings pulling out some personnel in late 2009 under concerns for a growing security threat and international morale for the situation continues to decrease as the violence remains present.  
The International Security Assistance Force (ISAF)


Established under the Bonn Conference in 2001, ISAF was initially mandated by the United Nations Security Council under the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) to “reduce the capability and will of the insurgency, support the growth in capacity and capability of the Afghan National Security Forces (ANSF), and facilitate improvements in governance and socio-economic development, in order to provide a secure environment for sustainable stability that is observable to the population.” The three mandates of the mission are security, reconstruction and development, and governance. ISAF has delegated sub teams to deal with each issue to increase the stability of the Government of the Islamic Republic of Afghanistan. The creation of ISAF signaled a tree-way partnership between the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan, the Afghan Transitional Authority, and ISAF. Initially under a six-month rotating national leadership, NATO was granted command of ISAF in late 2003. The security force was later extended to provide security throughout the nation of Afghanistan from the small region surrounding Kabul by the United Nations Security Council Resolution 1510. 
The United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA)

The Security Council established the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan (UNAMA) in March of 2002 under UNSC Resolution 1401. The mission comes under scruntiny of the Security Council every year for renewal, most recently in March of 2010. Under UNSC Resolution 1917, UNAMA has been extended until the following year though under new, critical guidelines for achieving its end goal. “To fulfill its renewed mandate, UNAMA has prioritized its steps in the “3 plus 1” strategy for 2010:

·        Providing electoral assistance to the independent Afghan bodies created to organize and lead the parliamentary elections scheduled for 18 September 2010, specifically the Independent Election Commission (IEC) and the Afghan Electoral Complaints Commission (ECC);  

·        Fostering national dialogue and encouraging regional engagement by assisting Afghans in finding proper avenues to pursue constructive and inclusive dialogue and in fostering a conducive political environment;

·        Supporting regional cooperation through the ‘Kabul Silk Road’ initiative which brings together Afghan neighboring representatives to discuss and promote regional political, security and economic cooperation, including confidence-building measures;

·        Promoting coherence and coordination of UN and international aid by assisting the Government of Afghanistan in identifying its priorities and putting in place an Afghan-led coordination framework, as well as facilitating the alignment of donor activities to Afghan priorities.”

A new emphasis for UNAMA will be on monitoring and providing security for civilians as well as working towards an increase in human rights awareness. The UN Security Council tied the major mandates of UNAMA to the UN’s Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), which also have an approaching deadline. 

Recent actions


In a recent visit to Afghanistan, Security Council members reviewed progress in the nation under the guidelines provided by both ISAF and UNAMA. “United Nations Secretary General Ban Ki-moon has warned that there is a risk that Afghanistan's deteriorating situation could become irreversible.” In a recent UN mission report, the Secretary General emphasized that this year would be critical in establishing a stable, self-sustained government in Afghanistan. The Security Council’s visit indicates that the progress within the nation by all missions is making an impact on the social views of the nation and the control of the government in its recent elections. The UN’s role in organizing elections during 2009 and 2010 was vital in restoring governance to the citizens of the war-torn nation. Though controversy surrounded the late elections, the need for Afghanistan to be maintained under an elected body was understood by the international community as the key to future autonomy.
Guiding Questions

Are there steps your individual nation can take towards Afghan stability?

Is UNAMA successful to the extent detailed in its mandate? If not, how can the Security Council emphasize the presence of UNAMA in the nation?

How can you increase awareness and involvement of the international community?

Resources

http://www.isaf.nato.int/

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/1162108.stm
http://www.globalpolicy.org/security-council/index-of-countries-on-the-security-council-agenda/afghanistan.html
