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Ana María González Silva

Delegates, it is an honor to welcome you to the United
Nations Security Council for the eleventh edition of SMMUN.
My name is Ana María González Silva, I am currently in ninth

grade. This year I will have the pleasure of chairing the
committee. I consider myself a curious person, I am

passionate about acquiring new knowledge to build my
positions on political, social, and environmental issues. My

experience in various models has opened doors for a better
understanding of what is happening in our world and how

important it is that we young people learn about this.
The United Nations Models are spaces in which we can

develop a much broader appreciation of global issues than
what can be done in a classroom. If proper research is carried

out, I can assure you that the debate becomes a real and
exciting negotiating challenge. This tool allows us to acquire
new knowledge which will go from an academic level to one
of citizenship; respecting diversity and reaching a peaceful
resolution of conflicts. The preparation of a delegate is not

easy, it requires commitment, concentration, and high
preparation.

However, when the time comes, papers and portfolios
become friendships, alliances, and rewarding experiences. As

president I am here to accompany and guide you in this
process, my intention is to show you how participating in a
committee goes beyond an academic responsibility, it is the

opportunity to express and argue about our society.

WELCOME LETTER



WELCOME LETTER

This historic committee has a lot to offer, the
chosen theme will allow you to immerse yourself in
the epoch to find viable solutions or paths within all

aspects of war. You are going to travel through
time, you are going to avoid tragedies. I will be
demanding, as I expect, the best of each one of

you. Don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any
concerns.

With nothing more to say, I hope you take
advantage of this opportunity and enjoy it.

Juan Sebastian Ayala

Fellow delegates, it is my pleasure to welcome you
to the United Nations Security Council. My name is
Juan Sebastian Ayala, a student from Gimnasio Los

Caobos, currently in eleventh grade.
Among some of my interests are politics, science,

history, and reading. I’m passionate about learning
new things because in my mindset there is always a

way to achieve more knowledge.



WELCOME LETTER
 I am sure that if you work with commitment you will
not only learn how to argue and counter-argue with

ease, but you are also going to gain knowledge in
various topics you have never thought of. MUN opens

many doors for you to explore your abilities. 
Therefore, I hope that by participating in this activity
you will learn more about the world and find exciting

interests. I look forward to the development of the
committee and we hope that we can give you a safe

and comfortable feeling with the topic covered so that
we can have a successful and interesting debate. I

expect that you give the best of yourself. Do not be
afraid to ask any questions.

Juan Sebastian Ayala
Gimnasio Los Caobos 
eljuanse83@gmail.com
juan.ayala.sanchez@gimnasioloscaobos.com



COMMITTEE HISTORY

Introduction to the committee

As a member of the six principal organs of the United Nations, the
Security Council is recognized as one of the most powerful. It was

created after World War II. The primary responsibility of the Council
is the maintenance of international peace and security. Since it was
established, the Council has been the main element to face security
problems; from armed groups to nuclear non-proliferation. It has

authorized more than 70 peacekeeping missions in the most
dangerous and conflictive places in the world and has established

international sanctions for non-compliance with resolutions.
The Council has 15 members: five permanent members and ten of
them are elected by the General Assembly for two-year terms. The

permanent ones are The Republic of China (now the People’s
Republic of China), France, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(now Russian Federation), the United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland, and the United States of America.

Objectives and main functions of the committee

The Security Council has 4 main objectives:

- To maintain international peace and security.
- To develop friendly relations among nations.

- To be a center for harmonizing the actions of nations.
- To cooperate in solving international problems and in promoting

respect for human rights.
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To maintain international peace and security in accordance
with the principles and purposes of the United Nations;
To investigate any dispute or situation which might lead to

international friction;
To recommend methods of adjusting such disputes or the

terms of settlement;
To formulate plans for the establishment of a system to

regulate armaments;

The Council has a responsibility to fulfill these points:

Charter of the UN and powers of the Council.

This charter is the main constituent instrument of the United
Nations. It identifies the obligations and rights of all Member

States. The principal organs and their procedures are
established; including the Security Council.

- The Charter establishes that all Members of the UN are
committed to accepting and carrying out the decisions of the

Security Council.
-  This being the only organ of the UN whose decisions the

Member States are obliged to comply with.
Functions, powers, and procedures of the Security Council are

established from "CHAPTER V" Covering Articles 23 to 60.

Direct link to the Charter of the United Nations:
https://www.un.org/en/sections/un-charter/un-charter-full-text/
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To call on Members to apply economic sanctions and other
measures not involving the use of force to prevent or stop
aggression;
To take military action against an aggressor;To recommend
the admission of new Members;

Powers: 

The Charter prohibits the use of force but allows it for two
exceptions in the Security Council: Military measures authorized
in response to "any threat of peace or act of aggression" which

is present in articles 41 and 42.

“The Security Council may decide what measures not involving the
use of armed force are to be employed to give effect to its decisions,

and it may call upon the Members of the United Nations to apply
such measures….” - Article 41"

“If The Security Council considers that measures provided for in
Article 41 would be inadequate or have proved to be inadequate, it

may take such action by air, sea, or land forces as may be
necessary to maintain or restore international peace and security.

Such action may include demonstrations, blockade, and other
operations by air, sea, or land forces of Members of the United

Nations.” - Article 42

And the second is "the right of states to self-defense." This
applies both to a state that represents a threat to others, and to
the responsibility of the international community to protect the

population when a state is not capable of doing that.
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The Right to Veto

As previously mentioned, the Council has 5 permanent
members; the USA, Russia, China, France, and the UK. As they

were key roles in the United Nations establishment, they
continued to play important roles in the maintenance of

security.

It is important to differentiate the concept of the Voting System
from the Right of Veto. According to Article 27 of the Charter;

"Each member of the Security Council shall have one vote." The
15 participants have the right to vote.  For a decision to be

taken, there must be the approval of at least nine permanent or
transitional members. This is the traditional vote, which is

applied in traditional bodies.

The right to Veto is more complex, it can only be applied by the
5 permanent members. To approve a resolution or substantive

decision, not only the affirmative vote of 9 members is required,
but also that no negative vote of any permanent member is

presented. Therefore, if any of the 5 do not agree with a
decision, they can deliver a negative vote, blocking that

resolution. In that case, a new resolution to the conflict would
have to be sought or redone. In the event that a permanent

does not support a solution but also does not want to veto or
eliminate it, they can simply abstain from voting.



Image: Resolutions vetoed by each of the five permanent members of
the Security Council Security Council - Veto List, Dag Hammarsjöld

Library. Document A/58/47, Annex III 

COMMITTEE HISTORY

Image taken from https://research.un.org/en/docs/sc/quick/veto



GLOSSARY
Chemical Weapons: Specialized war weapons created for

causing harm through toxic properties. They are classified as
weapons of mass destruction. 

 
Halabja chemical attack: Massacre against Kurdish people
during the Iraq-Iran War. It was condemned as a genocidal

massacre. 
Mustard gas: Substance of the sulfur-based family, usually used
as a chemical weapon because it is a systemic poison that attacks

eyes and lungs. 
 

Right to Veto: Exclusive voting system for the five permanent
members of the SC, for them to approve or block a resolution or

decision.   

UNSC Resolution: Formal text adopted by the members of the
Security Council that authorizes the council to take action, make

decisions or recommendations. 

Ceasefire: Agreement between two or more parties to stop
fighting for a period of time. Usually is used so that in the future

another permanent agreement can be made. 

Westernization: This is the process in which the customs,
political or military strategies, business methods that are applied

in America or Europe are brought to other countries which
systems follow another order.

Shah: This is the formal title that was used to refer to the
monarch, emperor, king of Iran before the revolution of 1979.



GLOSSARY

Shiism: One of the main two branches of Islam. From a political
perspective in the Shiism of Islam, the community can only be

directed by the descendants of the prophet. Religion is
necessary for politics.

Sunnis: One of the main two branches of Islam. Authorities
born of politics play a role that follows the established order
and sticks more to traditional or orthodox beliefs of Islam.

Ruhollah Khomeini: He was an Iranian politician who led Iran’s
Revolution, the founder of the Islamic Republic in Iran. Basically

the highest-ranking religious and political authority in the
country.

Saddam Hussein: He was the president of Iraq from 1979 until
2003. His government was a repressive dictatorship. He was in

power during the Iran-Iraq War and the Kurdish conflict.

Mohammad Reza Pahlavi: He was the last Shah of Iran from
1941 until 1979 before the fall of the monarchy with the Iranian

Revolution.

Islamic Republic: State ruled by the Islamic Laws, has high
religious influence but follows a democracy.

Arab Baath Socialist Party: Political party whose ideology
follows the concept of the unification of the Arab world to form

a single state in which there is freedom and non-Arab
interference. In the conflict, it was present in Iraq's government.



HISTORICAL CONTEXT

Image: Detailed map of the Iraq-
Iran border - International

Boundary Study 

One of the most
problematic factors between
the two nations is the
territorial conflicts caused
by the border they share.
This border extends for
1,599 kilometers, from the
tripoint with Turkey to the
Shatt al-Arab River that
flows into the Persian Gulf.
The border was officially
declared in 1693, however,
that did not help much as
the disputes continued. 

Later after the independence of Iraq, a new treaty was
established in 1937 with a new limitation, in which Iraq
was granted most of the Shatt al-Arab territory. Iran
was not satisfied with this, therefore, in 1969 Iran
repealed the treaty and this provoked the new
confrontations of 1974 - 1975.

Borders

Image taken from https://books.google.co.uk/books?
id=SIhYWZ10uFIC&printsec=frontcover&dq=editions:6mPv8G7A_RkC&hl=en&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjKyqWO3dHoAhX

WilwKHUjeBxMQ6AEINjAC#v=onepage&q&f=false 



HISTORICAL CONTEXT
Shatt al-Arab conflict 1974-1975

On April 19, 1969, Iran decided to withdraw from the agreement
established in 1937 that favored Iraq, the arguments of the Iranians

were that Iraq was interfering in the navigation of Iran’s ships in
Shatt al-Arab. By 1971, under the regime of Saddam Hussein; Iraq
decided to encourage independence movements in the Khuzestan
province of Iran, whose population was largely Arabian (remember
that Iran used to be a Persian dynasty and both Arabs and Persians
used to have conflicts). This province was extremely rich in oil and

could have been the key from Iraq to the Persian Gulf. However, Iran
retaliated against these acts and began supporting Kurdish rebels in

Iraq.

From 1974 to 1975 both countries entered an armed conflict due to
Iran’s support for the Kurds. In the confrontation, Iraq sent many

offensives into Iranian territory, however, Iran’s army at the time was
one of the largest in the world and easily defeated their adversaries.

As a result, Iraq decided to stop the conflict with Iran which
withdrew support for the Kurds, on condition of signing an

agreement.

Algiers Agreement 1975

The agreement that managed to temporarily calm both nations was
the Algiers Agreement. The process to sign a new agreement began
in 1973, but as Iraq refused to grant the territories, Iran increased its
support for the Kurds. To calm Iran the Iraqi government decided to

sign this agreement where they abandon the claim of those areas
and a new border is established.



HISTORICAL CONTEXT
* This is very important because it later ends up being one of the

main causes in the main war of 1980-1988.

Kurdish rebels

Both countries also have long populations of Kurds, which has
caused tensions between the two neighbors during the 20th
century. The creation of Iraq led to unrest among the Kurds,

and the unrest turned into rebellion against Iraqi authorities in
the 1960s. Iraq blamed Iran for supporting the Kurds up against

Baghdad, while Iran blamed Iraq for supporting Iranian Kurds
against Tehran.

To understand Iran’s independence

and why it caused so many conflicts

with Iraq, certain concepts need to

be clarified. Both countries are mostly

Islamic in population, however, during

that time the government of these

were inclined by different branches of

Islam. In the Cold War, the Arab

Baath Socialist Party (which favored

a Sunni concept of Islam) rose to

power in Iraq. 

On the other hand, after its

revolution, Iran adopted a republic

based on the ideologies of Shiism. Image: Tehran was rocked by surging protests in
support of Khomeini, which was in exile in Paris. (1979) -

Agence France-Presse



HISTORICAL CONTEXT
Before any revolutionary process, Iran was ruled by a monarchy
whose highest authority was the Shah. The last dynasty, before
it was overturned by the Islamic Revolution was the Pahlavi
Dynasty. It fell under the reign of Shah Mohammad Reza
Pahlevi;
who had managed to maintain good relations with the Western
powers and his government was oriented towards
secularization, although the relationship with Islam remained
close. It was not until the opposition that was led by Ruhollah
Khomeini that everything changed.

Khomeini relied on the socio-economic problems caused by the
Shah's government. The discontent of the people, the protests,
and the constant violence tipped the balance in his favor. During
Khomeini's exile in France, he advised the Shah to resign. With
time, the political groups, soldiers, and officers joined the
revolution. 

Although the Shah ceded power to a new prime minister Shapur
Bajitar, the people were not satisfied with it. Khomeini returned
from his exile and gave more power to the revolution. By February
11 of 1979, the revolution had triumphed and the Islamic Republic
of Iran was established.

Having succeeded in establishing the New Islamic Republic, the
Khomeini government halted the process of westernization
undertaken by the Shah and organized its rule under Islamic law.
With the change of government, the Western powers were no
longer favored and classified their initiatives as "dangerous to
international stability". Therefore, Iran lost the alliances with the
West that it had acquired after supporting the USA in World War II.



CAUSES FOR THE IRAQ-IRAN

WAR
Political detonators

In this factor, the main cause that brought back the bad
relations between the two countries was the Iranian

Revolution in 1979 with the fall of the Shah regime led by
Ruhollah Khomeini. The rise of the new leader in Iran did not
favor the Arab Baath Socialist Party led by Saddam Hussein
in Iraq. Khomeini incited the Iraqi population to overthrow
Saddam’s government since the majority of the population

were Shia and Saddam and his party was Sunni, which led to
a conflict in the way laws and the relationship with religion

were applied. This started concerning Saddam, as he
believed that the ideas of Khomeini and the new Iranian

republic could expand, threatening the ideals of the Baath.
The Iranian Revolution left the country very unstable and

with very few military resources, the new ideals of Khomeini
did not favor the West either, therefore Iran gradually lost
the support of the powers. Seeing the country at a clear

military disadvantage, Saddam took it as the perfect
opportunity to invade the territory, seek to control Khomeini,

take control of the Shatt al-Arab and the  Iranian province,
Khuzestan.

The Iraqi leader projected it as the best opportunity to make
Iraq an oil-rich country and leading power in the Gulf. Although

the Iranian government also incited the war, they were not
looking for it because of the country’s condition, therefore it is

considered that Iraq imposed the war on Iran.



CAUSES FOR THE IRAQ-IRAN

WAR
Image: Iraqi forces firing

rocket launchers on the

outskirts of Khorramshahr,

(Iran, October 1980)  -  Zuheir

Saade

Image taken from

https://www.britannica.com/event/Iran-Iraq-

War

Territorial detonators

Taking into account the historical context, territorial disputes are mainly

the sovereignty over the Khuzestan oil-rich Iranian region and the

control of the Shatt al-Arab River which represents a border for both

countries.

After the armed conflict between Iraq and the Kurds in which Iran

exerted pressure, the Algiers Agreement of 1974-75 was signed in which

sovereignty of the river was taken away from Iraq. But this agreement

lasted only 5 years when on September 17, 1980, Iraq abandoned the

treaty arguing that the new government of the Republic of Islam was

not complying with the terms of the 1975 agreement, therefore, Saddam

(Iraqi leader) declared it as invalid. This was not considered legally

possible under international law as the treaty did not include a clause

stipulating that unilateral withdrawal by one of the parties may be used.

Taking into account these conflicts and the other factors, only 5
days later, on September 22, 1980, the Iraqi army had launched an

offensive against the Iranian border that advanced rapidly and
gave rise to the main war; the Iraq-Iran armed conflict of 8 years.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
War development

The Iraqi invasion
This conflict has two key stages;

The war officially began when, on September 22, 1980, Iraq carried out
the invasion of Iran through Operation Kaman 99, whose purpose was

to send airstrikes on Khuzestan, the Iranian province. The next day
Iraqi tanks began to cross the borders with Iran invading the territory
at specific points such as oil areas and the ones that had access to the
Persian Gulf, this took their opponent by surprise. This invasion had

Iraqi forces of 1,900 soldiers, 2200 tanks, and 450 warplanes.

At first Saddam (the Iraqi president) began to have certain victories, it
was expected that as the situation in Iran after the revolution was not

the best the Iraqi troops would take full control. However, Saddam
had to withdraw his troops momentarily, which gave the Irani

government time to reorganize and form an army of about 300,000
men, most of them young and civilians.

raq hoped for a quick victory as it still had the support of many foreign
countries, but the war wasn’t advancing, Iraq started taking Iranian

territory and these reinforced their forces to make them retreat,
recovering the territory.

With the loss of the vast majority of the land that was captured in the

Iraqi invasion and an economy on the verge of bankruptcy, the situation

in Iraq was disastrous. However, Saddam and the Iraqi troops managed

to maintain themselves thanks to economic and arms aid from the

United States, the Soviet Union, Western Europe, China, and the Gulf

monarchies. On the other hand, Iran had the support of countries such

as North Korea, Libya, and Syria, in addition to the surprising help of

Israel, which supplied arms to the Iranian regime since the beginning of

the conflict.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
Trench warfare

This stage arose between 1982 and 1987 in which the Iranian forces
concentrated on the border to continue stopping the Iraqi advance and

begin to overthrow the Iraqi troops. Khomeini’s intentions were no
longer just to defend the Republic of Iran but also to bring down its

leader Saddam and his political party from power in Iraq. One of the few
factors in which Iran had an advantage over Iraq was its large infantry
and large numbers of voluntary civilian troops since at that time Iran

had around 54 million inhabitants and Iraq only 16 million. Taking
advantage of its large number of soldiers, Iran used tactics such as

human waves that Iraq repelled with chemical weapons.
By 1984, both sides were terribly exhausted after 4 years of continuous
war. By that time there were approximately 250,000 dead and almost
half a million injured. However, the supply of military material to both

sides by other countries (notably the United States, the USSR, and
China) encouraged the conflict to continue and to fight for another four

years.

When both sides began to
attack each other’s oil
tankers, Western countries
such as the United States
began to send ships into the
Persian Gulf to control it and
protect oil transit.
Things didn’t change in 1987
after 7 years of war, although
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in the early years of the conflict Iran had a massive voluntary
enlistment of soldiers, by 1987 Iran had to order the compulsory
conscription of men from his country to be able to continue with the
war since the majority of the population was not willing to continue
and the youth tried to flee and avoid being called up.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT

The United States army analyst Edward C.O’Dowd, describes the
technical human wave attack tactic as “frontal assault by densely

concentrated infantry formation against the enemy line, without any
attempt to shield the attacker’s movement”.

As Iran had very little military weaponry after its recent revolution, they
did not have enough resources to defend themselves against Iraqi

attacks, however, they did have many volunteer troops which advanced
unprotected to push back the Iraqi front. Some reports from 1982

showed that Iraq used tear gas to stop Iran's human waves. Although
the tear gas is not lethal, the Iranian soldiers thought it was poisonous

and withdrew from the area, showing Iraqi officials how chemical
weapons could be used later.

War tactics & Human wave attack

By 1983, Iran continued to use this strategy to put pressure on the
borderline, sometimes pushing back the Iraqi army to leave Iranian
territory. Although they were at a clear disadvantage in the face of

weapons, the Iranians used tactics that constantly repressed the Iraqi
army.

The following table shows an approximation of the Iraqui and Iranian
military strength from 1980-1987. Which shows the clear disadvantage

of Iran.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
Chemical attacks

Image: Iranian soldiers wear gas masks near
Basra during the Iran-Iraq war.The

Washington Post. (Iraq, on Jan. 16, 1987).

Iraq's use of chemical
weapons against Iran was
seen throughout the war.
Iran reported more than 30
attacks on civilians including
hospitals and medical
centers, the most 

commonly used chemical
agents being Tabun, Sarin,
and Mustard gas. On
November 20 of 1980, just
two months after the start of
the war, for the first time,
Iran informed international
organizations that Iraq had
used such weapons during
its attack, however, this had
no repercussions for Iraq,
and the country continued to
use them for repealing and
keeping the Iranian soldiers
and their military tactics
under control. In the coming
years, Iran has called on the
UN Security Council to
investigate and judge these
events.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
UN mission to investigate the use of chemical weapons in the

conflict

The Secretary-General sent a mission to Iran from March 13 to March
19 of 1984, after repeated requests from Iran to send a mission to
confirm the use of chemical weapons.  The report concluded that
Chemical weapons had been used against Iran, more specifically
mustard gas and tabun in the forms of aerial bombs. The United

Nations officials didn’t condemn Iraq for the attacks with chemical
weapons, even if the report showed that Iranians were the only ones
affected by those weapons. Even if they declared that those weapons
shouldn’t be used, they didn’t make Iraq responsible for their actions.
Although Iran reported more chemical attacks, the 1984 meeting was
the only one that took place that year. On the other hand, the Security
Council gave more importance to resolutions on the flow of oil than to

chemical weapons. If by that year there had not been so much
negligence on the part of the government and international authorities,
many of the chemical attacks that occurred could have been prevented

in the future, such as the chemical attack on Halabja.

Halabja Chemical attack

This took place in the Kurdish city of Halabja in Iraqui Kurdistan. On
March 16 of 1988 Iraq’s army killed over 5,000 Iraqi Kurds in chemical

weapons attacks, causing 7,000 to 10,000 injuries, most of them
civilians. Reports show increased rate levels of cancer and birth defects
in the affected region. Iraq used the weapons after the Iranian military
captured the northern Iraqi town of Halabja, which is occupied mostly

by Iraqi Kurds. While Iraq’s government didn’t make an official
comment, the Iraqi ambassador in London said that it was Iran, not

Iraq, which used the weapons. Mir-Hossein Mousavi, the Iranian Prime
Minister, says that the Iraqi attack is "a disgrace for the Middle East."

Referring to Saddam Hussein, the Prime Minister continued to say that
his country will continue the war against Iraq.



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
At first, the attack on Halabja did not attract the attention of the

international community. Reports show that at the time the United States
was a good ally of Iraq by helping to circulate information that the attack

had been an accident at the time of handling the chemicals. It was the
Chemical War Project (SIPRI) that confirmed that the responsibility for the

attacks in their own country was Iraq and not Iran. Many years later in
2003, Iraqi President Saddam Hussein and General Ali Hassan al-Majid
were judged in court for crimes against humanity and were responsible

for the attack in Halabja, both of them were executed.

On April 1 of 1988, according to several reports, Iran claimed that an
additional 75 people were killed and over 100 injured in Iraqi chemical

attacks in northern Iraq. Ayatollah Khomeini, Iran's supreme leader, urges
his country to continue the war against Iraq despite the threat of chemical

attacks because "hesitation today will lead to enslavement tomorrow.

* In January of 1993, the Chemical Weapons Convention (CWC) bans the
development, production, use, transfer, retention or stockpiling of chemical

weapons.

Resolution of the conflict

In July 1987, the Resolution 598 of the Security Council was
unanimously passed by all the members, in which they pressured Iraq
and Iran to declare a ceasefire, withdraw each of the troops and return

them to their territories within internationally recognized borders.
However the acceptance was not immediate, Iraq accepted the terms only
if Iran reciprocated. On the other hand, Iran had other conditions, such as
declaring Iraq the aggressor of the war which would make it responsible
for the damage and pay as remuneration in addition to removing foreign

ships that had taken possession of the Persian Gulf.
As the Security Council did not receive a concrete response from Iran to

the proposed resolution, on December 24 of the same year, they all
agreed that they were willing to take further measures against Iran if the

government didn't comply with the conditions. 



DESCRIPTION OF THE CONFLICT
 However, they stopped agreeing to a United States proposal that would

impose a global arms embargo on Iran if they didn’t accept the
ceasefire. At first, both China and the Soviet Union were previously

opposed to Resolution 598. It is believed that the Chinese opposition to
the resolution was based on the fact that the country was supplying Iran

with Chinese-made weapons. On the other hand, the Soviets had a
similar condition as Iran, they stated that they would support the

proposal only if the United States and the other western powers pulled
all of its warships out of the Persian Gulf.

Although the territorial disputes of both countries continued and Iraq
considered that the first step in complying with the resolution was the
exchange of prisoners of war, Iran insisted that they would make the
exchange only when Iraq withdrew its troops from Iranian territory. 

Even so, a year later, Iran
finally accepted
Resolution 598, although
there were another series
of attacks in a short span
of time, the resolution
came was adopted and
after 8 years of 

Image: Iranian mother hugs her son in the
capital Tehran, following his release from an

Iraqi prisoner camp, after the 1980-1988
war. 

Agence France-Presse, (August 1, 1989)

war, the conflict officially
ended on August 20 of
1988.



MAIN CONSEQUENCES
When peace was finally achieved in 1988, it was shown that the war was
practically useless, since none of the objectives for which it was carried
out were met. For Iraq, which sought to regain control of the Shatt Al-

Arab, there was no change and the borders remained the same as in the
Algiers agreement and as they were in 1980. Although the war was
practically imposed on Iran, Khomeini tried to make a rebellion to

overthrow Saddam in Iraq, however, this did not happen and Khomeini
died a year later. The repercussions of the war were negative for both

nations.
Social & humanitarian

This war was one of the most violent in history. It is estimated that the war
ended with around 1 million dead (60% of Iran) and almost two million

wounded. In addition to the fact that the use of chemical bombs and the
genocide in Kurdistan would end up causing deformations and diseases in the

population. Many of the war soldiers were not released until 10 years later.
Economic

The enormous material expenses left the economies destroyed, there were
approximately losses on each side of around 500,000 million dollars. For Iraq,

the debts were catastrophic, only with oil monarchies like Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab Emirates it had a debt of 40,000 million dollars. It also

became indebted to Italy for a $ 3 trillion built fleet that it could never pay and
his debts to France and the Soviet Union were mounting on interest. It was

estimated that as the country earned 15,000 million dollars a month from oil,
it would be able to pay all its debts over time, but thanks to the structural and
social repercussions of the war, it was spending all the money to rebuild itself.

The enormous material expenses left the economies destroyed, there were
approximately losses on each side of around 500,000 million dollars. For Iraq,

the debts were catastrophic, only with oil monarchies like Saudi Arabia and
the United Arab Emirates it had a debt of 40,000 million dollars. It also

became indebted to Italy for a $ 3 trillion built fleet that it could never pay and
his debts to France and the Soviet Union were mounting on interest. It was

estimated that as the country earned 15,000 million dollars a month from oil,
it would be able to pay all its debts over time, but thanks to the structural and
social repercussions of the war, it was spending all the money to rebuild itself.



INVOLVED PARTIES

Amid despair and economic crisis, Saddam started another war by
invading Kuwait in 1990. Accusing the nation of stealing oil, caused Iraq

to lose the international support it had in the Iraq-Iran war and to
gaining international sanctions that ended up destroying the economy

and causing a humanitarian crisis.

As for Iran, they could not continue with their expansion plan of the
Islamic Republic in the Middle East, the war made them lose a lot of

power and people began to question the regime established by
Khomeini before the war.

The presence of international countries in the conflict was
essential, while Iran condemned the actions of the countries

that helped its opponent, Iraq was looking for more countries to
support it and provide it with weapons, this ended up affecting

it because it left with many debts.

United Nations Security Council

The Security Council directly objected to the 1980-1988 conflict
in Iraq and Iran, responding to international complaints and
monitoring compliance with the agreements based on the

resolutions submitted. This was done with the cooperation of
the military observer group assigned by the President of the

Security Council. Not to mention that in 1988 the two parties to
the conflict accepted Resolution 598 - adopted by the council;

thus declaring a ceasefire.



INVOLVED PARTIES
International Involvement

*The United States: Although the United States
government declared that they were in a neutral
position, it's no secret their support for Iraq. This

support includes economic aid worth billions of dollars,
military intelligence, and special training. 

*The Soviet Union: At the beginning of the conflict the
Soviet Union positioned itself in a neutral position.

However, it was the country that contributed the most
militarily to Iraq, although it did not want to lose its

relations with Iran, which was considered a strategic
geographical point.



THEMATIC AXIS DESCRIPTION

General theme relation
This conflict caused a drastic drop in the economy of both territories,

partially halting international business and deteriorating oil revenues by
millions of dollars. Without good income and an active war, living

conditions were not favorable; this did not allow for adequate
economic/social development; today these factors continue to have

repercussions in both countries. Under the concept of globalization and
international agreements, the Security Council can afford to use

strategies such as the right of "humanitarian interference" to preserve
the integrity of the population. International security is fundamental,
any threat to the preservation of human rights must be judged and

eradicated, the committee will be in charge of evaluating the behavior of
the parties involved in the conflict.

Topic development

The Iraq-Iran war is one of the most catastrophic wars in modernity
after World War II. Thanks to international pressure from the United

Nations mainly the Security Council, a resolution was reached in which
there was no winner and both countries withdrew their armed forces.

However, it is very evident that there were many factors in the war that
could be omitted or resolved to prevent catastrophes or genocides. At
the time, the international community could have used powers such as
the "right of humanitarian interference" or the same Security Council

tools to intervene militarily or peacefully in the conflict when the
integrity of civilians and communities were violated. However, this was
allowed to pass and actions such as the use of chemical weapons were

judged several years later when lives had already been lost.

 ★ The veto reform
The Security Council’s voting and veto system has been a subject of

debate and conflict for years, and many positions categorize it as unfair

and impartial. 



THEMATIC AXIS DESCRIPTION
 It is acclaimed that the permanent members only use it for the well-
being of their nations by omitting welfare and international security.

Therefore, even if a viable and well-constructed solution is reached, if a
member does not approve it, it will be discarded and the resolution of a

conflict will be postponed. In the debate in this committee, the use of
the veto will be discussed, whether by changing its structure or the

number of vetoes needed to eliminate a resolution, the ideal option is to
come up with a reform that makes the use of the veto fairer for other
nations. This is essential for the committee and the resolution of the

Iraq-Iran conflict. During the war the impartiality of the mainly Western
nations in the war was verified, if the right of veto is not reformed, it will

not be possible to reach a solution that truly changes history.

 ★ The use of United Nations past resolutions

For this committee it is important to evaluate, study and compare the
resolutions implemented by the Security Council in the conflict in Iraq-
Iran, these solutions came to give a ceasefire but were not enough to
prevent and judge genocidal acts immediately. The committee must
take those resolutions into account and alter them so that security

controls cover other concepts that benefit both parties and protect the
population.

 ★ The use of United Nations past resolutions

The concept of War Laws was evaluated long before the Iraq-Iran conflict.
The conflict saw many violations of what are now known as War Crimes,

yet these were written in 1989 a year after the resolution of the conflict, as
the committee will develop with the concepts known before 1988 it is not

possible to apply these laws to determine whether a country violated
humanitarian laws as it would be done in the 21st century. Therefore it is

important that, in addition to a formal resolution to the conflict, there
should be established reforms that prohibit the use of certain weapons,

such as chemical weapons or even military strategies.



THEMATIC AXIS

DESCRIPTION

The use of chemical weapons was critical in this war,
the consequences were devastating, today there are

regulations that control these types of weapons but at
that time no, the committee has to prevent

catastrophes before it is too late.

Key points of the debate

Reform to change the use of the veto.
Prevent the use of chemical weapons within the

conflict.
The participation of the western powers (especially

the USA) and how those alliances altered the
results.

Write an effective resolution that reaches a
peaceful solution in which the social, economic,
and political repercussions are not so profound.



GUIDE QUESTIONS

In an extreme case in which international security
is violated, what are the powers that the Security

Council can assign?

How is the voting system and the right to veto
handled in the Security Council and which are the

countries that can use it?

What is now known as Iraq and Iran, have been
disputed for centuries over their border

boundaries. How did the territorial conflicts
generate the problem?

What military strategies were applied in the war?

What are the main consequences of the conflict
and which were the most affected parties?



QARMAS
Informative

What was your country's position on the conflict and why?
What side was he on and which was his influence on the

conflict?
What was your country’s perspective over the use of

chemical weapons and what regulations did it have against
them?

What was the profile of your country in the historical context
(1980-88)? Allies, enemies, and the economy.

Has your country been affected by the conflict? (Migrations,
breaking of trade agreements, among others..)

Analytic

What are the benefits and consequences of drafting a UN
reform where the use of the veto in the Security Council is

altered or eliminated?
What would be the international repercussions for both
sides of the Security Council had not intervened in the

conflict years ago?
Determine possible alliances or enemies within the

committee.

Taking into account the position of your country,
what would be the best solution to the conflict?



QARMAS
Investigative

Research and summarize the UN resolutions proposed to
resolve the conflict at that time.

Look up the resolutions that prohibit the use of chemical
weapons, summarize the main ideas, and proposed

regulations.
What is the capacity of the United Nations, especially the

Security Council, to restrict the use of chemical weapons and
intervene directly and militarily in a conflict?

What military actions or strategies used in the conflict are
not in accordance with the Laws of War?

Resolutive

Does it believe that the position of the delegation can vary and
yield to new resolutions proposed by the committee, even if they

do not fully benefit it? Yes or no, and why?

Propose two resolutions against the control of chemical
weapons and the prevention of violations of humanitarian

rights. 
What kind of agreements or treaties (territorial & political)
could be used to benefit both parties (Iraq and Iran) and

thus find an impartial and effective solution.
How would your country benefit from finding a solution to

the conflict?
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