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A Letter From Your Chair 

Greetings delegates and friends! My name is Howard Tan, and I would like to welcome               

you alongside the esteemed Secretariat and staff to the thirty-seventh edition of VAMUN. A bit               

about me: I am a Second Year hailing from good ol’ RVA; this is my sixth consecutive year being                   

in a relationship with Model UN and third time partaking in a UNSC committee. I am looking to                  

double major in Biology and Computer Science. In the event that you are a prospective student,                

feel free to give a wave in the coming year(s) as you discover me lounging around the Lawn with                   

some buds or on the tennis courts scattered around the campus. Otherwise, enjoy your time on                

Grounds! 

As your chair, I expect you to be well-versed in your country’s position and ready to                

contribute to lively debate. Overall this usually entails the capacity to respond well in the schema                

and narrative of your nation’s stance, especially in the face of unexpected or out-of-the-norm              

crises. Furthermore, communication with your fellow delegates will be key, and both my Crisis              

Director and I will be looking for evidence of that in your ability to draft joint resolutions,                 

collaborate on directives, and work together in caucus. If you should have any questions              

regarding the Background Guide, Committee, Conference, or the University life in general, do             

contact me at ht4gc@virginia.edu! I look forward to meeting you, and I hope your stay will be as                  

pleasant as we find it. 

 

Howard Tan 

Class of 2020 
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A Letter From Your Crisis Director 

Hello and welcome to the United Nations Security Council at VAMUN XXXVII! My name               

is Erik Toor and I am a Second Year from Northern Virginia. I have been doing Model UN since                   

my freshman year in high school and spent a lot of time doing United Nations Security Council                 

while on the high school circuit, so it’s easy to say that this isn’t my first rodeo. At UVA I am a                      

members of the Echols Scholars Program and I plan to double major in Economics and Physics.                

When I’m not in Clark Library, I enjoy hanging out with friends and hitting up Christian’s Pizza                 

on the Corner. I hope you enjoy your stay at the University of Virginia and take advantage of all                   

we have to offer, whether that be stroll down the lawn, try some good food at the corner, or walk                    

around grounds and discover some fun new places to hang out. 

 Make sure you come prepared to committee and put an emphasis on creating an intricate               

and well-crafted crisis plan that reflects your personal and delegation’s goals. As Crisis Director,              

I look for crisis schemes that will affect committee and the crises that I throw at you, but at the                    

same time make sure that your crisis schemes are in accordance with your country’s policy. I                

look forward to reading your crisis notes and seeing you in committee. If you have any questions                 

about the Background Guide, the Committee in general, or want to talk, drop me a note at                 

evt8ed@virginia.edu. Can’t wait to see you guys in November! 

Erik Toor  

Class of 2020 
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Committee Overview 

Welcome to the United Nations Security Council at VAMUN XXXVII! This year we will be                

doing an ambitious quasi-crisis iteration of the UNSC and have both a general assembly topic,               

Security Council Reform (for which you will be writing resolution papers) and a crisis oriented               

topic, Responding to Crises in Geopolitically Sensitive Regions (for which you will be writing              

directives). 

 We hope that, through this committee, you are able to vicariously spearhead the effort to               

understand the sources and causes of incompetence which plague the UNSC and amend them.              

Furthermore, we hope that you as delegates gain an understanding of the political and economic               

reasons behind the current fragmentation of the UN and begin to formulate better ways that the                

UN may operate. 

 In committee, after (and sometimes while) working to amend the UNSC, we will be              

throwing crises at you that fit within the scope of either Topic I or II. If as a committee you                    

change the operation, voting, or procedures of the UNSC, then for the rest of the committee, you                 

will operate under these rules. It is our hope that this committee truly functions as one by and                  

for the delegates and that you lead the committee in the direction you would like to take it. 

 In addition to the quasi-crisis concept, this year we will be allowing interaction between              

the UNSC and the three General Assemblies that will be at VAMUN. As the UNSC this will                 

broaden our options; for example, if the committee opts to remove the P5 veto and call upon the                  

Uniting for Consensus Treaty they will be able to do so by requesting the relevant General                

Assembly of its removal. Procedurally, the chair will accept motions for this, and should the               
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draft legislation be passed by voting procedure, the committee will go to the GA for voting. This                 

motion would require a two-thirds majority from the General Assembly to pass. 

 In terms of actual committee procedures, we will operate without a Speakers List. If at               

any time all standing motions fail the committee will default to a perpetual moderated caucus               

with a 45 second speaking time. Regarding voting, any votes that will amend the Charter of the                 

United Nations or have a substantive change to United Nations operations will require a              

two-thirds affirmative vote from the Council and a two-thirds affirmative vote from the relevant              

General Assembly. All other committee resolutions and directives will require the usual Security             

Council three-fifth supermajority and no P5 vetoes. For all other points or motions the simple               

majority will be taken. 

 As we are running this committee as a quasi-crisis, we will be accepting all forms of crisis                 

notes, including private and public communiques, private and public directives, and private and             

public press releases. Furthermore, joint-private directives, communiques, and press-releases         

will be accepted. As for how to prepare for the committee we recommend reading the               

background guide, reading up on Topics I or II but also just making sure to stay up to date with                    

the news (as International Affairs are constantly shifting and crises in geopolitically sensitive             

regions are constantly arising). We challenge that you take whatever longstanding hopes,            

wishes, and dreams you have as delegates and bring them to committee (as long as they are in                  

line with your country policy ☺). Think big and think different. We look forward to seeing you in                  

November! 
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Topic I: Security Council Reform  

A Brief History of the United Nations  

The overarching vision of the United Nations can be encapsulated in a series of goals:               

maintaining international peace and security; protecting human rights; delivering humanitarian          

aid; promoting sustainable development; and upholding international law. Prior to its inception            

on October 24, 1945, the vision of the United Nations slowly manifested itself in numerous               

collaborative endeavors made by nations around the globe. Of these forerunners, the League of              

Nations was its primary predecessor; however, in a span between 1938 and 1946 it gradually               

collapsed due to it being a non-universal body that lacked the military means to enforce its                

resolutions on collective security and pacifistic disarmament. Thus, in the face of Germany’s             

growing militarism, the League had failed its predominant purpose of preventing a second world              

war. 

Born of interplay between the United States and the United Kingdom during World War              

Two, the 1942 Declaration of the United Nations precipitated as a promise of alliance between               

26 representatives of countries embattled against the tripartite Axis, pledging a unilateral war             

effort and restraint from making separate peace agreements. These ideals would later be             

formalized and realized in successive conferences taking place at Moscow, Tehran, Dumbarton            

Oaks, Yalta and San Francisco, culminating in the approval of the United Nations Charter and               

hence commencing the United Nations. 

 

Structure of the Security Council 

Established in Chapter III Article 7 of the Charter and provided for by Chapter V, the                

Security Council presides as one of five standing principal organs of the UN, the others being the                 

General Assembly, UN Secretariat, International Court of Justice, and UN Economic and Social             
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Council (ECOSOC). For the    

UNSC, there are fifteen members,     

five of which are permanent (P5):      

United States, France, Great    

Britain, Russia, and China. These     

five have veto power – that is, any        

draft resolutions on substantive    

matters can be blocked by any one       

of the P5.  
1

The General Assembly elects the     

ten non-permanent members for    

two-year terms based on equitable     

geographic distribution. In   

addition, four non-permanent members must vote concurrently with the P5 in order to pass any               

draft resolution as a supermajority of the Security Council. It is important to note, however, that                

abstentions by any member do not prevent the passage of a resolution. After all, these fifteen                

members function to “confer on the Security Council primary responsibility for the maintenance             

of international peace and security… in accordance with the Purposes and Principles of the              

United Nations,” and hence votes can be seen as espousing of the resolution and abstentions               

non-obstructive rejection. 

 

 

 

1  "Chapter I." United Nations. United Nations, n.d. Web. 20 June 2017. 
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Shortfalls of the United Nations 

While the United Nations and its arms indeed prove to be successful in their execution               

for cause of its mission, a number of inherent and acquired weaknesses also inhibit its authority                

and progress. 

One of the most significant critiques of the UN is that it is obsolete in its approach to                  

contemporary international relations. The original premise of the Charter reflected the           

now-defunct power dynamics between the traditional powers of France and Great Britain and             

newfound powers in the United States and USSR. Germany and Japan at the time of the UN’s                 

founding were decimated by war reparations and inflation. Aside from the few other developed              

nations, the rest of the international community existed as colonial territories and            

unindustrialized lands. Even more then than now, there was the unflinching belief in the              

doctrine of collective security to be the guarantor of international peace and security, directly              

contradicting the Cold War dualism shaping up at the time. 

In modern times, most, if not all, of the features characterizing the global scene have               

gone through transformations yielding exactly opposite results as compared to the situation at             

the time of the UN’s formation. Britain and France are no longer the big players in international                 

politics. The Soviet Union gave way to Russia and fourteen independent states. Germany and              

Japan are no longer encumbered by debt and apocalyptic landscapes; in fact, they are among the                

most stable economies in the world. Many nations that were once colonies no longer qualify as                

undeveloped and now vy for their voices to be heard in the UN. Finally, collective security,                

though remaining a plausible doctrine of maintaining world peace and security, still derives             

funds for such operations from non-P5 states such as Germany and Japan and military forces               

from volunteering countries like India and Brazil. Hence, it could be considered that the archaic               

structure of the UN be modified such that more prominent players on the international stage be                
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promoted to permanent membership, taking into consideration geopolitical distribution and          

proportional and accurate representation of the region’s populace. 

As the basic purpose behind the setting up of the UN was considered to be the                

maintenance of international peace and security, for which the effective functioning of the             
2

Security Council seems a precondition, the biggest weakness of the UN system emerges out to be                

the petty politics played by the P5 in the Security Council. In reality, the provision of the veto                  

power was provided for in the UN in order to make the functioning of the system of collective                  

security in the world foolproof and specific. The consensus amongst the P5 was considered to be                

a major, if not the only, determinant in formulating the response of the Security Council towards                

a dispute in the world. Thus the veto was intended to check the initiation of hasty and                 

controversial actions. However, in practice, the veto came to be one of the most formidable               

weapons in the Cold War, raising the foremost casualty in the effective functioning of the               

Security Council. 

Another weakness seems to be the UN’s limited financial backing. Such a predicament             

seems to provide a stick to the greater benefactors with which the UN might be punished or                 

starved. So much so that during the 1990s, the UN experienced an unprecedented financial              

crisis owing to some of its members withholding portions of their annual contributions. 

The uncertainty regarding the financial resources of the UN affects the stability of UN              

operations and hinders innovations in the structure and functions of the UN. Would potential              

reform in this regard be dealt with by means of procuring a fund exclusive of any one nation’s                  

influence? Or should contributions be kept proportional to the member state’s GDP per capita? 

 

 

2 "Chapter I." United Nations. 
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Council Reform  

Security Council reform is not a new issue. Since         

the end of the Cold War and the fiftieth         

anniversary of the UN in 1995, there have been         

countless discussions of reforming the UNSC. The       

2000 Millennium Declaration resolved the     

importance of achieving “a comprehensive reform      

of the Security Council in all its aspects.” Leading         

up to the 2005 World Summit, events in Iraq compelled Secretary-General Kofi Annan to call               

for the reform of the Security Council and imbue in it the legitimacy, representation, and               

accountability necessary for its function. 

When the UN was created after World War II, the Allies as the victors also had the most                  

legitimacy in placing themselves at the center of a collective security system that was designed to                

prevent another war. Now, with the expansion of the UN to 193 members from its original 51                 

and the dramatic change in the geopolitical and social climate after the Cold War, the United                

Nations has the opportunity to meet these challenges in this new world through pooling together               

ideas and resources of its essentially universal membership to act in the name of peace and                

security.  

 

The Legitimization of International Action that Can be Attributed to  a P5 Veto 

 Time and time again the P5 veto has enabled evasion of accountability for actions that               

might otherwise be counterproductive to the UN vision. For instance, the Russian Federation             

vetoed condemnations after its unethical annexation of Crimea. Another example can be seen in              

the American vetoing of legislation regarding the Israeli-Palestinian conflict to protect the            
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Israeli alliance. Granted, there have been several other instances involving all members of the              

P5. This lack of accountability led nations to question the legitimacy of the Council, and such                

actions could be discussed in a reformed Security Council. Another problem that has emerged              

with the veto given to the P5 nations is that this violates the idea of sovereign equality as                  

codified in Article II Clause 1 of the Charter of the United Nations. 

 

Creating a Council Representative of the United Nations 

One of the greatest problems with the Security        

Council is the Council's current size limitation.       

Codified in the UN Charter and on the first         

meeting of the Security Council, the Council had        

11 members; 5 permanent members and 6       

non-permanent members. The five permanent     

members included the United States, the Soviet       

Union (to be replaced by the Russian Federation        

in 1991), the Republic of China (to be replaced by          

the People’s Republic of China in 1971), France,        

and the United Kingdom. The 6 non-permanent       

members were intended to have two year terms        

and not being eligible for reelection. At the time, a          

council of this size was seen efficient and largely         

as representative to the United Nations that       

consisted of 51 ratifying member states. Although       

the Council has been expanded from 11 to 15         
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members, there remains a question of whether or not this is representative of an organization               

that has 193 members. 

 Additionally, entire regions lack adequate representation in their opinions. The African           

Union stated that they believe that they are the only continent without a permanent member (if                

North and South America are counted as one continent). As Secretary-General Kofi Annan             

stated in his 2003 speech to the General Assembly, if the Council’s decisions are to “command                

greater respect, particularly in the developing world, [the UN would] need to address the issue               

of its composition with greater urgency.” Hence, an expansion or reform of the Council may be                

appropriate, especially as it is a recognized issue of the United Nations. However, although a               

consensus exists on the need for Council reformation, there remains extensive disagreement on             

the methods of achieving it. 

 

Expansion of the Security Council and Bids for Permanent Seats  

Proceeding the Cold War, talk of Security Council expansion became more widespread            

and nations such as Japan and Germany began advocating for permanent seats. Germany who              

gives the fourth most money to the United Nations and Japan who gives the second most money                 

behind the United States to the UN believed that it was because of this dedication to the United                  

Nations that they felt entitled to an increased role in setting international policy. In December               

2004 a high level panel commissioned by UN Secretary-General Annan was released. The panel              

named “A More Secure World: Our Shared Responsibility” outlined the need for the expansion              

of the Security Council using two models (Model A and B) for the enlargement of the Security                 

Council. Both Model’s expanded the Council to 24 members; Model A proposed the addition of               

six permanent seats with no veto and three new two year term seats while Model B created a                  

new category of eight four-year seats as well as one more two-year seat. It was soon after this                  
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panel was released that Germany, Japan, India, and Brazil came together to form the Group of                

Four or the G4. All four members asked for permanent seats on the Security Council, without                

veto. Germany and Japan based their claims on the grounds that they are major donors to the                 

UN. India based its claims on the grounds that it is the second most populated country in the                  

world, has one of the world's largest economies, and that it is the third largest contributor of                 

troops to UN peacekeeping missions. Brazil based its case on being the largest country in terms                

of territory, population, and economy in South America.  

The G4’s bids for permanent representation in the Council were not met without             

opposition. It was after the forming of the G4 that Italy, Spain, Argentina, Colombia, Kenya,               

Algeria, Canada, Mexico, South Korea, and Pakistan came together to form a group known as               

the Coffee-Club and later renamed the Uniting for Consensus bloc. This group did not want               

these nations to get permanent status as they believed that it would violate the principle of                

sovereign equality and artificially create new centers of power in the world. Italy at first vying for                 

its own permanent seat switched their strategy to strongly oppose the granting of Germany a               

permanent seat as they feared that Germany would create a new power center in Europe, thus                

negatively affecting the prospects for an effective EU foreign policy, making Italy a second class               

citizen of the European Union. Opposing India’s claim for a permanent seat, Pakistan believed              

that the move to give India a permanent seat would give them an upper hand in the Kashmir                  

conflict. Finally, Argentina staunchly opposed the move to grant Brazil a permanent seat as they               

believed that Brazil’s newfound prominence in the Security Council would solidify their local             

hegemony. Overall, this bloc was formed because the members of the Uniting for Consensus              

have interests similar the G4 nations in that they want an increased role in the decision making                 

process of the UN and believe that the granting of the G4 nations a permanent seat in the                  

Security Council would create new powers that would not work to represent their regional              
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agendas effectively and would lower their standing throughout the global community. It is             

because of this that the Uniting Consensus group would staunchly oppose Model A which grants               

permanent seats and be more aligned with the reforms in Model B. The Uniting for Consensus                

group has also put forward their rival draft proposal in the past which has suggested a 25                 

member council, adding 10 more two-year rotating seats subject to renewal.  

Regional bodies such as the European Union and African Union have taken decisive             

stances on the matter calling for two rotating EU and AU seats on the Security Council with                 

Africa asking for that with the right of veto. Proceeding the affirmative Brexit vote in 2016 that                 

will lead to the eventual United Kingdom departure of the EU, the European Union often argued                

that the United Kingdom and France should relinquish their P5 status and let the EU get these                 

two rotating seats. However, seeing as this system would essentially give an EU bloc a double yes                 

or no vote, the idea had been adamantly opposed by other nations. The African Union bloc                

argues that although a large part of the work of the Security Council is in Africa that the                  

continent is the only one that is not permanently represented (if North and South America are                

counted as one continent). The AU believes that having these seats would work to alleviate the                

historical injustice of imperialism that has occurred in Africa. The body of 54 nations took this                

stance in 2005, passing the Ezulwini-Consensus, which requests two permanent seats that do             

not rotate but are rather permanently held by African Union members who can be voted in and                 

out by the body. 

The consensus has shown much concern, as at the moment, there is still furious internal               

discussion on who should and would be allotted the seats. The African Union block making up                

54 countries has a huge say in General Assembly voting, and it is because of this that China has                   

supported their unrealistic bid for two Security Council seats as China believes that supporting              

their plan will stop the African Union from voting in favor of a different resolution, particularly                
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one that would cause Japan to become a permanent member. This is in the best interest for                 

China, as China stands strong on its claims to the South Asian Seas and the Islands of Senkaku                  

islands and Diaoyu and adding Japan as a permanent member with a veto would hurt China’s                

ability to in the future obtain these areas. Due to the EU and AU’s 28 and 54 members                  

respectively, it is imperative that a deal is made out that they can agree with. 

 

Amending the Charter  

Regarding amendments to the charter that would reform the Security Council, under            

Article 108 of Chapter XVIII of the UN Charter any reform of the Security Council would require                 

a two-thirds majority in the General Assembly and the affirmative vote of all 5 permanent               

members of the Security Council. In the summer of 1993, the General Assembly came up with                

many proposals and although they all supported an expanded membership of UNSC none were              

passed as all the blocs made it extremely difficult to reach the 129 affirmative votes that are                 

needed to get a two-thirds majority in the UN General Assembly. After multiple resolutions from               

the G4, Uniting for Consensus, and regional groups had failed due to this political fragmentation               

the General Assembly finally passed resolution A/RES/48/26 which set up an “Open-ended            

Working Group on the Question of Equitable Representation on and Increase in the             

Membership of the Security Council and Other Matters related to the Security Council.” The              

working group of the ambassadors that make up the working group have stated that the Security                

Council needs to be more representative and some supports have included proposals like adding              

seats and limiting the veto power of the permanent members. 

As mentioned before, the amendment process set out in the Charter of the United              

Nations requires the concurrence of the five permanent members for any change in the structure               

of the Council. Keeping this in mind, although the P5 has exploited the veto, the removal of the                  
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veto or any other tool of the P5 simply would not be approved. The P5 members have supported                  

the expansion of the Security Council to include additional permanent members, but this has              

been strongly opposed by the Uniting for Consensus bloc as well as the EU bloc. When laying                 

out a solution, it is important to address all nations interests as one; the UN must make a                  

Security Council that the UN member nations feel is legitimate and two; if the UN fails to                 

propose a reformed Security Council that meets the needs of the members of the United               

Nations, then the resolution will most likely not pass in the General Assembly. 

 In establishing an effective solution to alleviate this problem we must also keep in mind               

that although it is important to work with nations to get truly international representation on               

the Security Council that the Security Council cannot give into pressures coming from alliances.              

As stated in Article 52 of the Charter of the United Nations, “nothing in the present Charter                 

precludes the existence of regional arrangements or agencies.” Guided by this principle it is              

important that the Council establish an effective and impartial solution that will work to aid the                

global community and work best to alleviate future crisis.  

 

Block Positions 

The Permanent 5 

 Although sitting at a point of high privilege in the UN and Security Council, the P-5 is                 

extremely cautious to ensure that their power is not diminished in a Security Council reform.               

None of the P-5 members support a removal of their veto powers. Furthermore, the People's               

Republic of China would veto any resolution that would put Japan as a permanent member as it                 

would allow them to have just as much say as China in the South China Sea Dispute. In                  

summary, all countries in the P-5 hope to continue to hold their leverage as a holder of the veto                   

and will do what they can in order to ensure that they can keep their veto powers. 
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The Group of 4 

Germany, Japan, India, and Brazil have asked for permanent seats on the Security             

Council, without a veto. Germany and Japan based their claims on the grounds that they are                

major donors to the UN. India based its claims on the grounds that it is the second most                  

populated country in the world, has one of the world's largest economies, and that it is the third                  

largest contributor of troops to UN peacekeeping missions. Brazil based its case on being the               

largest country in terms of territory, population, and economy in South America. Currently,             

many believe that they act as a packaged deal and unless the UNSC were to let all four members                   

in that they wouldn’t take the permanent seats. With international pressure to expand the              

representation of the Security Council and knowledge of the United States’ removal of some of               

the UN funding since the beginning of the Trump Administration, it has become clear that the                

UN is losing many possible funders and as a result that they must work to somehow appease                 

their members. 

 

The Uniting for Consensus Block 

Almost the anti-G4 club; Italy, Spain, Argentina, Colombia, Kenya, Algeria, Canada,           

Mexico, South Korea, and Pakistan came together proceeding the formation of the G4 to form a                

group known as the Coffee-Club which was later renamed the Uniting for Consensus bloc. This               

group did not want these nations to get permanent status as they believed that it would violate                 

the principle of sovereign equality and artificially create new centers of power in the world. Italy                

at first vying for its own permanent seat switched their strategy to strongly oppose the granting                

of Germany a permanent seat as they feared that Germany would create a new power center in                 

Europe, thus negatively affecting the prospects for an effective EU foreign policy, making Italy a               
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second class citizen of the European Union. Opposing India’s claim for a permanent seat,              

Pakistan believed that the move to give India a permanent seat would give them an upper hand                 

in the Kashmir conflict. Finally, Argentina staunchly opposed the move to grant Brazil a              

permanent seat as they believed that Brazil’s newfound prominence in the Security Council             

would solidify their local hegemony. Overall this block forms a strong opposition against the              

possibility of having 4 additional permanent members, or at least the four additional permanent              

members being those that make up the G4. 

 

The European Union 

 Preceding Brexit, European Union policy pushed an agenda that removed the United            

Kingdom and French seats on the Security Council and placed in 2 rotating European Union               

seats. These policies starkly opposed by France and the United Kingdom can be seen not as the                 

main decider but one of the many needles that was able to break the camel's back in the UK’s                   

decision to leave the European Union. Today, the EU supports regional seating that would allow               

for rotating seats in either a 2 year or a 4 year cycle. Such seats would either be chosen or elected                     

by the EU. 

 

The African Union 

 The African Union has shown its repeated frustration in the comprisement of the             

Security Council as they believe they are the only continent that lacks a permanent member (this                

statement assumes North and South America to be a single continent). Moreover, they believe              

that as much of the United Nations work occurs in Africa that having Security Council members                

from the African Union would be beneficial to efficient functioning of the Security Council. The               
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African Union supports solutions that give their region permanent rotating African Union seats             

on the Security Council. 

 

Conclusion 

 As stated by the Open-Ended Working group, the key sectors that must be addressed in               

Security Council reform are the need for larger representation in the Council, amended working              

methods, veto power, and the accountability of members in the Council. Keeping in mind P5               

statements that they refuse to amend the working methods from the General Assembly issues              

like these will be most adequately addressed inside the Security Council. Through taking part in               

reform, the UNSC could work to reattain its lost legitimacy and the P5 members would show its                 

goodwill in its intended maintenance of peace and security throughout the global community. 

The first and most generally agreed solution is that the Security Council needs to be more                

representative. The purpose of the Security Council is to be small enough to meet quickly in an                 

emergency and decide on issues in a timely manner but large enough to be able to represent the                  

views of the international community. As mentioned previously, when the Security Council            

began it had 11 members, consisting of six non-permanent members, representing 51 nations.             

Now that the Council has grown to 193 members it is imperative that there is a greater amount                  

of representation in the Council as to better meet the challenges of a complex world by bringing                 

together the ideas and resources of the UN’s nearly universal membership. 

 As the world's geopolitical climate continues to change, it is necessary that the United              

Nations Security Council continues to change with it, not out of goodwill, but rather out of hope                 

to stay relevant. It is imperative that the UN doesn’t allow political fragmentation and special               

interests to lead to an ineffective solution that leads to continual ineffectiveness of the Council               
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and that the committee can find a solution that can both make the Council more representative                

and at the same time more efficient as the Council moves forward.  
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Topic II: Responding to Crises in Geopolitically Sensitive Regions 

Introduction  

Like most irresponsible actions that can be derived from the global community, the issue              

of foreign military intervention in geopolitically sensitive countries is one that often stems from              

an international as well as an ideological double standard. These double standards have not only               

disallowed the global community from maintaining international peace and security but have            

also lead to the eruption of internal conflict in many of these sensitive areas. It is more apparent                  
3

now than ever that the Security Council must discuss the limiting of intervention in these               

sensitive geopolitical countries. 

The first double standard aforementioned, the international double standard, exists          

between the nations of P5 nations (the permanent members of the Security Council) and the               

other nations. If you refer to the Global Peace index you can quickly see that three of the world's                   

P5 nations, the United States, China, and the Russian Federation, are ranked as the 94th, 124th,                

and 152nd most peaceful countries in the world. Keeping in mind that these are nations that are                 

supposed to work to maintain international peace and stability and uphold the word of the UN                

Charter, this is somewhat concerning. These nations are not ranked this low by chance though;               

the nations aforementioned are ranked this low because of their continual ability to use the               

Security Council as a legal framework for the authorization of intervention and force. 

A few examples of the Security Council being used as a legal framework to authorize               

intervention can be seen in the foreign policy of the United States of America. The United States                 

being backed by their veto power and regional arrangements like the North Atlantic Treaty              

Organization (NATO) have been able to continually provide themselves for a basis for why they               

3  "Ad Hoc Committee Established by General Assembly Resolution 51/210." 
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continue to intervene in other countries. Although the US claims goodwill other countries             
4

believe it is more than evident that the US is intervening as the world’s policeman and in future                  

self-interest. 

The United States started the so called War on Terror (WoT), after the events of               

September 11, 2001. Feeling immense personal loss at the time the United States were able to                

justify their actions of invading multiple nations, even nations like Iraq which was in complete               

compliance with the United Nations at the time. Since the beginning of the War on Terror the                 

United States has intervened militarily in more than 30 countries, most notably Afghanistan,             

Libya, Somalia, and Iraq. 

The United States can also be accredited with the formation of ISIS due to Barack               

Obama’s pulling of military personnel from Iraq on a promise that he would bring America’s               

men home from war. After what can be seen as the defeat or suppression of al-Qaeda in Iraq,                  
5

the al-Qaeda senior officers who lacked stability in the region (due to US exit), chose to recharge                 

and rebrand themselves as ISI (The Islamic State in Iraq) and start a new world order. By 2011,                  

when the United States troop withdrawal was complete ISI was able to take over the majority of                 

Iraq and begin their war with the rest of the modern world. Later due to US intervention in Syria                   

and the US choice to pick sides and empower anti-Assad rebels in Syria, ISI was able to expand                  

into Syria thus making themselves ISIS, the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria. 

Another example is P5 nations using the veto to protect themselves from international             

condemnation. This has occurred on multiple occasions in the 21st century, most notably in              

Georgia in 2008 and in Ukraine in 2014. The latter, which resulted in the annexing of the                 

Crimean peninsula, a region that had formerly been a part of Ukraine resulted in international               

4  "The North Atlantic Treaty." NATO. North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 4 Apr. 1949. Web. 19 

June 2017. 
5  Anand, Aman. "How Did ISIS Form? When and Where Did ISIS Begin?" - Quora. 3 Sept. 2014. 

Web. 18 June 2017. 
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outcry. Russia, after invading the peninsula with disguised Russian soldiers without the Russian             

insignia conducted an illegal referendum which results revealed that 95.5% of the people in              

Ukraine wanted to secede to Russia. This referendum was not only biased but also was taken                

under Russian military oversight and the results were likely tampered with before being             

reported to the international community. When the Security Council attempted to pass            

resolutions and press releases condemning these actions, the Russian Federation used its veto to              

table the legislation down. 

The second double standard is the ideological standard that guides individual countries            

to intervene in internal conflicts in sensitive geopolitical regions. This double standard is the              

reason why countries choose to intervene in internal conflicts. The first reason is to provide               

humanitarian relief as it can be believed that a stronger nation could have the ability to create                 

stability in a weaker nation. The second reason for intervention is for nations to protect their                

own economic and political self-interests. 

Although there have been very valiant humanitarian aid initiatives throughout the global            

community proceeding crisis, there are also many instances where countries have only            

represented self interest in their foreign policy and choice of intervention. Intervention in             

self-interest has been a pattern throughout modern history and one of the first examples since               

the formation of the United Nations can be attributed to P5 member France's intervention in               

Vietnam. During World War II, the region that used to represent French Indochina (present day               

Vietnam), was taken over by the Japanese. Proceeding Japanese defeat at the end of World War                

II, the Japanese were required to return Vietnam to the French. Having colonized this area in                

the 19th century the French looked upon this colony as their crowned jewel due to its large profit                  

because of Indochinese laborers and the lands rice and rubber which acted as cash crops. It was                 

because of this economic gain that France attempted to take back the region but was confronted                
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by Vietnamese plea for self-determination. This conflict resulted in the backing of regimes by              

different P5’s to gain influence in the region and one of the worst proxy wars of all time, the                   

Vietnam War. 

 

 

Responsibility to Protect & Legal Frameworks Justifying Intervention 

The idea of Responsibility to Protect (R2P) was born out of the international             

community's failure to respond to crises such as the Rwandan Genocide in 1994 and the               

Srebrenica massacre in 1995. The R2P is an agreement that stands on three pillars; the first that                 

each state has the ability to protect its population from crimes against humanity (as laid out in                 

the agreement), the second that the international community has the responsibility to protect             

using diplomatic, peaceful means, and the third that the signatory countries of R2P have the               

ability to take collective action in a timely and decisive measure through the use of the United                 

Nations Security Council. The various responsibilities used to characterize this agreement           

include the responsibility to prevent, react, and rebuild. This agreement is intended to differ              

from humanitarian intervention in a few important ways. The first way is that while              

humanitarian is only military intervention, R2P is only a preventative measure and military             

intervention may only be carried out as a last resort. The second major difference is that the                 

Responsibility to Protect is firmly rooted in international law, especially the laws relating to              

sovereignty, peace and security, human rights and armed conflict. Although humanitarian           
6

intervention violated Article 2 Clause 4 of the Charter of the United Nations, R2P avoids this fact                 

6  "STATEMENT BY THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, FRANCE, THE RUSSIAN 

FEDERATION, THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND, 

AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 2015 TREATY ON THE 

NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS REVIEW CONFERENCE." UN News 

Center. UN. Web. 18 June 2017. 
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by stating that the military intervention must either be authorized by the state or by the United                 

Nations Security Council. The third difference is that while humanitarian intervention has been             

justified through preventing human rights abuses, R2P focuses on four major crimes: genocide,             

crimes against humanity, war crimes, and ethnic cleansing. The first three of these are clearly               

defined in international law and the Rome Statute that established the International Criminal             

Court. The final way that R2P differs from humanitarian intervention is that humanitarian             
7

intervention assumes a right to intervene while R2P is based upon the responsibility to protect.               

R2P is much like humanitarian intervention in claiming that sovereignty is not absolute but              

differs in that is shifts away from economic and political motivations of states and tries to focus                 

on the interests of the victims by focusing on the right to protect these victims. 

It is now more apparent than ever that the global community is in need of cooperative                

responses on an international level to rekindle the legitimacy of the Security Council. In a time                

where foreign military intervention has led to the transformation of countries into battlegrounds             

and the greatest humanitarian crisis of our era, it is imperative the Security Council seeks proper                

reform in order to preserve their reputation throughout the global community.  

 

Lack of Communication & the United Nations Security Council  

The first issue aforementioned, lack of communication, has caused many unauthorized           

intervention which has resulted in conflicts since the United Nations inception. As stated by              

Article 53.1, “no enforcement action shall be taken [...] without authorization of the Security              

Council.” Keeping this in mind the United Nations resolves to work in accordance with the               

Article 29 and use the six established regional arrangements (OAS, LAS, EU, AU, SAARC,              

ASEAN) as subsidiary organs that will be able to work to create status reports and foster                

7  "Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court." ICC, 17 July 1998. Web. 18 June 2017. 
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regional cooperation in any issues that may cause international friction in future proceedings.             

Through fostering regional cooperation, countries would be held more accountable for their            

actions towards other nations in the region and that through the administration of status reports               

to the Security Council that the regional organizations would be less likely to act militarily as it is                  

illegal under international law to do so without the Security Council’s authorization. 

Furthermore, such lack of communication can be attributed to the lack of effectiveness of              

the United Nations Security Council. If countries had faith in the Council they would have no                

alibi for intervening without Security Council authorization. There is a plethora of issues within              

the Council that needs to be looked into in order to assure that the Council can function                 

correctly and effectively limit military intervention in sensitive geopolitical countries. 

 

Aftermath of the Arab Spring and War on Terror's Catalyzation of the Refugee Crisis 

The first half of the 21st century has been         

characterized by anti-government opposition    

movements to corrupt regimes in the Middle East        

and Northern Africa. The movement known as the        

Arab Spring, starting with the self-immolation of a        

man in front of a Tunisian government building to         

protest the government in 2010 lead to the        

protests of millions in Oman, Yemen, Egypt, Syria, Morocco, and Libya. In many of these areas,                

freedom was achieved, however, not all of the countries’ leadership were ready to step down.  

Although the first major Syrian protests occurred in Damascus in 2011, Syrian ethnic and              

political tensions can be traced back to the beginning of the Assad regime in July of 2000. Under                  

Bashar al-Assad, who took office in 2000 via an unopposed referendum, Assad quickly made              
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highly controversial moves, the first major one being the release of hundreds of Muslim              

Brotherhood affiliated political prisoners. This move, a move that would characterize the Assad             

regime would come to be known as the Damascus Spring. In this event the Mezzeh prison in                 

Syria was shut down and the aforementioned political prisoners were released causing            

widespread tension across the Syrian Arab Republic. 

In 2011, the Syrians held their first major protest, the “Day of Dignity” in Damascus for                

the purpose of demanding the release of political prisoners. This protest ended in the gunning               

down of protesters. Unlike counterparts in Tunisia and Egypt, when protests have occurred             

against government, President al-Assad gave orders to crush the dissent against the            

government, rather than tolerate it. To this same degree, Assad refuses to agree to protesters               

demands. 

With the escalating political tension in Syria, the Assad regime has put in many              

regulations in order to limit freedoms as well as try to lower chance of uprisings. Another                

concern from the international community is the Assad regime's violence towards opposition. It             

has been alleged that this regime has killed many political opponents and those who have               

spoken out against the government. Assad’s regime has also committed inhumane offenses            

against political prisoners.  

The Syrian government marks down the      

ensuring of national security, the increasing of       

influence among its neighbors, in conjunction with       

securing the return of the Golan heights, its primary         

foreign policy goals. Due to the ongoing civil war in          

conjunction with lack of international cooperation in       

its endeavors, Syria was suspended from the Arab        
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League in 2011 and the Organization of Islamic Cooperation in 2012. In regards to the legitimacy                

of the Syrian government, the Arab league summit in Doha in 2013 recognized the National               

Coalition for the Syrian Revolutionary and Opposition Forces as the legitimate representatives            

of the Syrian people.  

Due to the oppressive regime in power in conjunction with the general population's             

frustration due to lack of tolerance of protesters by Assad, the Syrian Civil War began in 2011.                 

This ongoing military conflict has killed or displaced over 12 million Syrian’s (a number more               

than half of the Syrian population at the beginning of the war) and has caused the uprising of                  

numerous opposition parties.  

Moreover, with the War on Terror’s creation of a power vacuum in Iraq, a terrorist               

organization known as the Islamic State or Daesh has had the ability to first gain prominence in                 

the region of Iraq and later move to Syria or Libya, worsening the refugee crisis in the region. It                   

is more important than ever that the United Nations Security Council is able to work to stabilize                 

regions before such terrorist organizations have the ability to take control of such regions and               

worsen the refugee crisis or grow their radical regimes.  

 

United Nations Peacekeepers 

Furthermore, the United Nations Security      

Council have had continual issues with the entities        

that have been made to keep international peace and         

security. The UN Peacekeepers have stood at the        

forefront of many UN conflicts and have been known         

to be violent, rape, and mistreat civilians who are in          

danger. Furthermore, many of the peacekeeping      
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accords disallow the peacekeepers to even take part in active protection of the areas they are in                 

and often they are not allowed to shoot guns at eminent threats and rather just usher out those                  

in danger.  
8

An additional issue included the lack of funding that peacekeeping operations received.            

Currently, the United States fronts approximately 29% of the peacekeeping fees, equal to the              

next four highest contributors. However, with the       
9

current US political climate and President Donald       

Trump considering to defund the United Nations in        

his next budget, it is possible that the UN will have to            

look into new funding methods along with new        

general methods for its Peacekeepers.  

 Noting the need for improved peacekeeping      

operations in 2000, the Report of the Panel on         

United Nations Peacekeeping, commonly referred to      

as the Brahimi Report’s was developed. This report        

outlined a comprehensive restructuring of UN      

peacekeeping operations that including the     

enhacinging of rapid deployment of peacekeeping      

operations, the strengthening of relationships between peacekeepers and member states, the           

reforming of the culture behind peacekeeping operations, and the reforming of peacekeeping            

8  "Department for Peacekeeping Operations. United Nations Peacekeeping." UN News Center. 

United Nations Peacekeeping. Web. 18 June 2017. 

 
9  Ibid. 
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operations and peacekeepers responsibilities in field missions. In an effort to keep            
10

peacekeepers as a relevant entity within the United Nations it is imperative that the Council               

considers reformations for Peacekeeping operations.  

 

Block Positions  

The Western European Group 

 The Western European bloc largely believes in the importance both of Responsibility to             

Protect (R2P) and of intervention of sensitive regions. Characterized by the west's invasion of              

Iraq during the War on Terror (WoT) in 2001, the West has intervened in many situations in the                  

last two decades and are largely in favor of working to stabilize geopolitically sensitive regions               

through intervention and have done so a countless number of times in the last two decades. 

The Latin American and Caribbean Group 

 The Latin American and Caribbean Group believe that they are the victim of ample              

cultural imperialism because of the result of intervention. The Latin American and Caribbean             

Group largely believe in the ability for nations to sort out their own disputes and due to many of                   

these nations lack of armies are uninterested in contributing to disputes outside of their area in                

the world. 

 

10Peacekeeping Overstretch: Symptoms, Causes, and Consequences." Center on International 

Cooperation. Web. 18 June 2017. 

 

29 



 
 

United Nations Security Council Background Guide 
 

The Eastern European Group 

 The Eastern European Group feels very similar to the Latin American and Caribbean             

Group’s in that they believe that their geopolitical region is their issue and that it should not be                  

infringed upon by other nations. This belief is often backed by many historical claims of nations                

like the Russian Federation which uses their historical claim on lands like Crimea in order to                

justify the annexation of a large sector of Ukraine in 2014. 

The Asia-Pacific Group 

 Many of the players in the Asia-Pacific Group believe in the preservation of their national               

sovereignty and their nation's’ ability to act as they wish in their sector of the world however,                 

many of the nations with weaker military believe in intervention from the West as a mediator in                 

disputes over land in the Asian-Pacific region. For example, North Korea and China are prime               

examples of groups who wish to be able to do as they wish in their region whereas Thailand and                   

South Korea hope for intervention sometimes due to their inability to matchup with global              

superpower China or threat of attack from neighbor North Korea. Moreover, the South China              

Sea Dispute can be seen as a struggle that the weaker nations in the Asian-Pacific group hopes                 

the global community will play mediator in the land allocation while China hopes that they can                

mediate for all countries, taking the majority of the land in the South China Sea as their own.  

Conclusion 

It must be understood that limiting of military intervention in sensitive geopolitical             

countries is a controversial issue but the Council must find a solution in which the sovereignty of                 

countries can be honored but is not absolute. Many nations have different views in regards to                

whether there is a need for intervention in different situations but a solution needs to be                
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explored that is impartial to nation's military might and can be applied equally and objectively               

to sensitive geopolitical climates. Lastly, in order to find a solution that will be influential               

moving forward countries need to consider the sacred importance maintaining international           

peace and security and urges that nations remain active in this matter. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

31 



 
 

United Nations Security Council Background Guide 
 

Bibliography 

"Ad Hoc Committee Established by General Assembly Resolution 51/210." Ad Hoc 

Committee  

Established  by General Assembly Resolution 51/210. UN, 5 Jan. 2016. Web. 18 June 

2017. 

Anand,  Aman. "How Did ISIS Form? When and Where Did ISIS Begin?" - Quora. 3 

Sept.  2014.  

Web. 18 June 2017. 

"Chapter I." United Nations. United Nations, n.d. Web. 20 June 2017. 

"Department for Peacekeeping Operations. United Nations Peacekeeping." UN News 

Center.  

United Nations Peacekeeping. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"Financing  Peacekeeping. United Nations Peacekeeping". Un.org. N. p., 2017. Web. 1 

July  2017. 

"Global Peace Index 2015." Institute for Economics and Peace. Web. 18 June 2017. 

Gowen, Richard, and Nora Gordan. "Pathways to Security Council Reform." New York  

University Center on International Cooperation, 1 May 2014. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"How  Uninhabited Islands Soured China-Japan Ties - BBC News." BBC News. BBC, 10 

Nov.  

2014. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"January 2016 Monthly Forecast." Security Council Report. Security Council Report, 23 

Dec.  

2015. Web. 18 June 2017. 

32 



 
 

United Nations Security Council Background Guide 
 

"Key  Developments on the Responsibility to Protect at the United Nations from 

2005-2014."  

The  UN and RtoP. International Coalition for the Responsibility to Protect. Web. 18 

June  2017. 

Krasno, Jean. "Legitimacy, Representation, and Accountability: A Proposal for UN 

Security  

Council  Reform." Yale Journal of International Affairs. Web. 18 June 2017. 

Kugel,  Alischa. "Reform of the Security Council - A New Approach?" Dialogue on 

Globalization,  

1  Sept.  2009. Web. 18 June 2017. 

Peacekeeping Overstretch: Symptoms, Causes, and Consequences." Center on 

International  

Cooperation.  Web. 18 June 2017. 

"Reform  Of Peacekeeping. United Nations Peacekeeping". Un.org. N. p., 2017. Web. 1 

July  2017. 

"Rome  Statute of the International Criminal Court." ICC, 17 July 1998. Web. 18 June 

2017. 

"Solution  to Reform of Security Council 'Is in Your Hands', General Assembly President 

Says  as  

Member  States Begin Annual Debate on Long-Standing Issue | Meetings Coverage and 

Press  Releases." UN News Center. UN, 11 Nov. 2010. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"STATEMENT  BY THE PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA, FRANCE, THE RUSSIAN  

FEDERATION,  THE UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN 

IRELAND,  AND THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE 2015 TREATY ON THE 

NON-PROLIFERATION OF NUCLEAR WEAPONS REVIEW CONFERENCE." UN 

News Center. UN. Web. 18 June 2017. 

33 



 
 

United Nations Security Council Background Guide 
 

Swart, Lydia, and Cile Pace. "Changing the Composition of the Security Council: Is 

There  a  

Viable Solution?" Center for UN Reform. 1 Mar. 2015. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"The  North Atlantic Treaty." NATO. North Atlantic Treaty Organization, 4 Apr. 1949. 

Web. 19  

June  2017. 

"United Nations Conferences, Meetings And Events". Un.org. N. p., 2017. Web. 1 July 

2017. 

"United Nations Official Document." UN News Center. UN, 26 July 2010. Web. 18 June 

2017. 

"United Nations Official Document." UN News Center. UN, 7 Oct. 2009. Web. 18 June 

2017. 

"United Nations Peacekeeping Flaws And Abuses: The U.S. Must Demand Reform". The  

Heritage  Foundation. N. p., 2017. Web. 1 July 2017. 

Von  Freislen, Jonas. "Reform of the Security Council." Managing Change at the United 

Nations.  

Web. 18 June 2017. 

Welle, Deutsche. "Global Policy Forum." G4 Nations Bid for Permanent Security Council 

Seat.  

Global Policy Foreign. Web. 18 June 2017. 

"What We Do." United Nations. United Nations, n.d. Web. 20 June 2017 

34 







We appreciate your feedback about our conference. Please 
direct all inquiries and comments to our Secretary-General. 

Ankita Satpathy
Secretary-General
secretarygeneral@vamun.org

You can also contact us at the mailing address below: 

VAMUN c/o The International Relations Organization at 
the University of Virginia 
PO Box 400435 
Newcomb Hall Station Charlottesville, VA 22904-4435

Non-Affiliation Statement

Although this organization has members who are 
University of Virginia students and may have University 
employees associated or engaged in its activities and 
affairs, the organization is not a part of or an agency of the 
University. It is a separate and independent organization 
which is responsible for and manages its own activities and 
affairs. The University does not direct, supervise or control 
the organization and is not responsible for the organizations 
contracts, acts, or omissions.


