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Hello Esteemed Delegates of the First Annual Capistrano Valley MUN Conference,

Let me just say that it will be an honor to chair this committee of such talented individuals such as yourselves. You have been chosen to represent countries from around the world in the most important committee of the United Nations. To prevail, you must take this to heart and stand by your country with a nationalistic fervor. Do not allow corruption or plain rudeness to discourage you in your mission to argue your country’s ideals for the good of mankind. Avinash, a senior, Sunny and Andre, both juniors, and Greg, a sophomore, have all been in MUN for multiple years now with several conferences under our well-experienced belts. We will be as objective and fair as humanly possible so that the worthy can accept their awards with confidence. Good luck and, above all, have fun!

Sincerely,

The Chairs

History of Iran’s Nuclear Weapon


Nuclear research and facilities have undergone progress in Iran since the mid 1960’s. They began immediately after bilateral agreements between the U.S. and Iran. Under the U.S. appointed leader, the Shah, Iran saw the emergence of its first nuclear facility named the Tehran Nuclear Research Center in 1967. Since then, it has been Iran’s key center for the advancement of nuclear energy and research.


On July, 1968, Iran signed the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, which went into full affect in the early 1970’s. The treaty accepted Iran’s possession of nuclear weaponry and its “inalienable right” to research and produce nuclear energy for peaceful purposes only.
Recently, in the past few years, Iran first announced its efforts of creating facilities to produce uranium on February of 2003 in the city of Natanz, under the presidency of Mohammad Khatami. After the creation of the new facilities, Iran invited members of the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to visit as well as inspect the manufacturing process. After multiple visits to the sights in Natanz, the IAEA called for a preliminary report on all the activities including the production or use of nuclear energy.


Ever since the preliminary report was called for by the IAEA, Iran and its nuclear productions have been the focal point of many international deliberations. The U.S., under both the Clinton and Bush administrations have seen Iran’s nuclear energy productions to be for no use but for the creation of nuclear weapons. Iran encompasses lands filled with oil and, as the Bush administration sees it, has no need for nuclear energy whatsoever, unless it is for the sole purpose of manufacturing nuclear weapons. Many Iranians argue that it is the goal of every nation to create a source of adequate energy and that the nuclear program is imperative to the overall national interests of Iran and its people.

UN Involvement in Iran

The UN has been involved in Iran’s nuclear program since the 1960’s when it asked the Middle East to declare a nuclear weapons free zone (NWFZ), and specifically since 2003, when Iran admitted the existence of nuclear facilities in-country.  The UN noted the fact that the Middle East was unstable and proposed a NWFZ in July of 1968 with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty, which went into effect in 1970.  Iran signed the treaty, agreeing that nuclear weapons were not good to have around.  They also agreed to allow the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) to inspect its nuclear power plants and any other nuclear facilities it may have possessed.  After the revolution, Iran decided to continue its nuclear program, and the IAEA was prepared to support them.  The UN did not get involved again until 2003, when Iran admitted the existence of 2 almost-complete nuclear reactors.  The IAEA attempted to gain access to Iran’s nuclear facilities, but Iran was still only bound by the old agreements.  Iran did not have to grant access to the IAEA until after the facilities were built and had only 6 months left before the introduction of their power source, but Iran finally allowed the IAEA inspectors in.  

The inspectors found that Iran had violated its agreements in a number of ways, and in their November report of 2004, described a pattern of hiding and secrecy.  Since it found “no evidence” of a nuclear weapons program, the IAEA issued Iran a clean bill of health.  All declared Iranian nuclear facilities are under the strict supervision of the IAEA.  Iran avoided the Security Council, but then it tried to enrich uranium.  This violated a previous agreement with the EU-3 (UK, France, and Germany), so the EU-3 demanded Iran stop.  The U.S. joined the group trying to stop Iran from enriching uranium, eventually leading to the Security Council being called in February of 2006.  The Security Council beginning with Resolution 1696 and continuing with 1737 and 1747, has threatened Iran with sanctions if it does not stop enrichment and accepts an aid package.  The delegates are encouraged to look at Resolution 1747 or at least a summary, such as Wikipedia, because this resolution lays out the framework for continued relations with Iran.
Possible Solutions

One of the possible solutions to the issue with Iran is to impose the sanctions and then begin to talk.  Iran has been unresponsive to the resolutions and will not agree to even temporarily halt uranium enrichment.  Iran might be more responsive if no one is buying their oil and/or selling them food and other necessities.  


Another possible solution is to talk with Iran immediately and ignore their continued production for the moment.  This might allow the discussions to be opened and prevent any escalation.  Iran would also support an international consortium for the enrichment of uranium to get out of the stalemate that currently exists in the Security Council.  The Security Council could choose to allow Iran to enrich uranium, at least temporarily, for civilian purposes only.


A third solution would be to allow Iran to create peaceful nuclear energy while maintaining IAEA safeguards to prevent creation of nuclear weapons.  In return, the Security Council could gain Iranian support for a MENWFZ.
Bloc Positions

 

North America: The United States and Canada see Iran as a threat to their security and are leading the effort to pass UN legislation on the issue. After Israel, North Americans may be the most vocal opponents of recent developments in Iran.

 

Western Europe: This region is heavily concerned about the nuclear program in Iran because Western European governments do not have much faith in the Iranian government, despite any economic ties to the nation. Western Europe may cooperate with North America and Israel on a resolution like sanctions.

 

Middle East: While some nations may feel that a nuclear-armed Iran may be a victory for Muslim-majority nations, many Sunni nations are worried about a dominant Shiite Iran that could be a great security threat or even an imperialist power with nuclear weapons.

 

Latin America: Socialist and Communist nations may be sympathetic towards Iran because it is trying to challenge the West. Other nations that are more closely aligned with the United States may be pushing further for UN action on Iran's nuclear program. 

 

Russia and China: These nations are largely convinced that Iran will only use nuclear power for peaceful civilian purposes such as energy. This, they believe, is Iran's right as it continues economic development. Russia gives uranium to Iran for enrichment.

 

Other Blocs: Nations that have a long history of defiance of Western values and institutions may back Iran on this issue. Many of these nations are led by authoritarian governments. 

Resources

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nuclear_program_of_Iran#_ref-18
http://disarmament.un.org/wmd/npt/1995RESME.htm
http://www.globalpolicy.org/security/sanction/indxiran.htm
http://disarmament.un.org/wmd/
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council_Resolution_1747
