Kyle Livingstone

Delegation/Saint Joseph HS

Bahrain

Security Council

Topics- Consensus Building in the war on terror, Rouge Nuclear/ Oil States, Role and 

Reform of the Security Council in the 21st century


This year much of the focus is on the Middle East, the region where my country lies. Two issues relate to terrorism and one to the modern security council.  Our country has some discontent about the Security Council. Many countries in this time of turmoil and political power struggles need to come together and just talk things out instead of resorting to war and destruction. We as a nation think that some of the major powers should take responsibility for their actions and take a firmer stance for peace, not fighting and religious persecution. 

My country recently took strong action against terrorism with its innovative “Protecting Society from Terrorist Act” yet received criticism from the United Nations itself and 

The International Civil Society. This is one of the first of its kind in the region and is a radical 

step for safety, thanks to our King.  We have the right as a sovereign nation to deal with “threats to national unity” and national security. We are not using this to persecute anyone or harm any innocent bystanders. 


Rogue oil states affect my country greatly. To deal with the worlds dependency on oil 

from these manipulative forces, we should have the countries themselves set the price. If one 

decides to go “Rogue” we could under cut them and run them out of business. Sanctions also work. With a lack of luxury items many of the nation’s residents will be angry and put pressure on the country to make them change. Restrictions on electronics, liquor, and tobacco are the most effective.  Most countries like Venezuela and Iran lack the infrastructure and economy to handle itself without oil as does my country which within the last 25 years had a economic boom thanks to its lucrative price. 


Our country agrees with many others that the main flaw with the United Nations Security 

Council is the way in which the positions are distributed. We believe that the Arab Nations are 

unfairly unrepresented. With much of todays major events focusing on the Middle East we should expand the number of slots on the council by three: giving one to rotate between Arab countries and one rotating position and one permanent seat for African nations.

Brittney Talotta
Overbrook Senior High School
Bolivia
Security Council
Topics: Consensus building in the War on Terror, Rogue nuclear/oil states, and Role reform of the Security Council in the 21st century

Each year the Security Council is responsible for maintaining peace and safety throughout the world. This year’s issues are very important problems that the UN has been struggling to find answers for. Finding answers to the questions at hand this year will be beneficial not only our nation, but the world.


Bolivia understands the troubles the world is facing from the War on Terror. As we realize it is a very tough situation to make concrete decisions on, we will do our best to try to reach a consensus on the War. Terrorism must be dealt with, and as members of the Security Council it’s our calling. We need to pin point the inefficient actions we’ve taken, and use them to make stronger more productive decisions. Although Bolivia has not personally experienced as much devastation from the war as other countries have, we still understand what’s happening and support any means necessary to end the War. Due to small groups of terrorists, large groups of innocent citizens are dying in our search for them. Therefore, we believe it is imperative to focus more on fostering stronger alliances between nations to hunt down the terrorists themselves. Maximizing defense against the terrorists can minimize their damage. In order to do this, nations have to come together to crack down on terrorism. Despite their earlier rebuking, Bolivia expresses its strong support for the broadening of coalition forces, to make stronger alliances.As for nations like Iran and Syria, suspected of harboring terrorist groups, Bolivia believes their punishment should be harsh. Even though our country’s belief in severe violence is slowly declining, we have zero tolerance for that. This world has suffered from this war long enough, and they are simply helping it along. 


Bolivia is very supportive in the Security Council’s efforts to stabilize a global oil market. Unfortunately we are not one of the states lucky enough to be graced with as many natural resources as the Middle East. However, like many other countries, our industries are constantly growing, however due to rogue oil states; it seems that our resources seem to be shrinking. In order for our economy to grow, fossil fuels are crucial. Therefore this year, it is imperative that we secure the earth’s oil supply. However, now is also the time that we should be experimenting with alternative fuels. Bolivia is confident in the growing scientific field, and believes that discovering alternative fossil fuels would be a safe bet considering the unpredictable nations control the majority of our oil supply.


The risks we are facing as a nation from nuclear weapons in the hands of rogue states has become very apparent. Over the years, terrorists states, though slowly but surely, have progressed towards nuclear weapon capability. For too long now we have let it go, believing it to be false, however these threats have now become reality and it is about time we start dealing with them. Iran has been attempting to gain nuclear capability for some time now. With ideas that Iran is harboring terrorist groups, the possibility of them possessing nuclear weapons is a scary thought. The Security Council must find a way to deal with Iran in a careful way, however still with power. As a close neighboring country to Venezuela, Bolivia is also very aware of the problems with its dictator. Without weapons, they are considered a threat, however when nuclear weapons are in the picture, it gets worse. Bolivia believes that actions should be taken to find a way to ensure that no nation will use nuclear weapons, maybe not even possess them.


It seems that in recent years, the Security Council has had trouble coming up with resolutions to the problems the world faces. We have lost sight of our main goal which is to honor and protect our nation’s safety. As stated Article 39 of the United Nations Charter “The Security Council shall determine the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression and shall make recommendations, or decide what measures shall be taken in accordance with Articles 41 and 42, to maintain or restore international peace and security.” That is very broad and gives the Security Council a lot of issues to deal with. We don’t really believe any changes should be made to the UN Charter. It’s not the charter that’s suffering it’s our will to follow it. As a smaller nation, Bolivia doesn’t have much voice in the problems the world faces. Therefore, smaller countries like ours rely on the big organizations such as the Security Council to help solve these issues. However, instead of trying to tackle everything, and coming up with very unclear suggestions. We believe it is in the best interest of the council to first work on the problems that the entire world faces such as the War on Terror, and the oil and nuclear weapons crises first, and then work on smaller issues. That way the big problems get knocked out, and all the little issues involving that are also solved.

 Brian Dittmeier

Community YMCA-CBA

Republic of Austria

Security Council

Topics: The War On Terror, Rogue States, Security Council Reform

The Republic of Austria, bestowed with a seat on the United Nations Security Council, would like to introduce its positions on global terrorism, rogue states, and Security Council reform.


Terrorism and the so-called global war against it is an issue that has dominated the media since the attacks against the United States on September 11th, 2001. While the Republic of Austria deeply regrets such attacks, we feel that the “War on Terror” has been taken severely out of context and that the attacks on September 11th are now being used as justification for further bloodshed. The Republic of Austria has a foreign policy that upholds both neutrality and national sovereignty, and we regret the conflicts that have brewed from this “War on Terror,” particularly the illegal war in the Republic of Iraq. There is little public support in Austria to continue such endeavors, for we have tired of the rhetoric. Austrians consider global warming as a more serious issue than terrorism, as our nation perceives terrorism as a local affair. That is, of course, unless a nation is so deeply involved in the affairs of another region that it brings terrorism upon itself. Yet in the unfortunate case of our fellow European nation, the Kingdom of Spain, almost all of the terrorism that has occurred within Spain is a result of separatists. Austria does not see terrorism as an incredibly pressing issue; however, this topic will continue to dominate the media, and thus the agenda of the Security Council. As the debate unfolds on this issue, Austria will adamantly defend its national sovereignty and that of other nations, particularly the Republic of Iraq. The United Nations has no right to interfere in the domestic affairs of Iraq unless the nation has expressed interest through United Nations organs in a peacekeeping force. Additionally, with the illegal occupation by the coalition, there is little that the United Nations can do other than humanitarian relief. For that reason, Austria has lost interest in assisting with the “War on Terror.”


The issue of “rogue states” has also been addressed as a critical issue. Again, the Republic of Austria does not see this issue as incredibly pressing. The three nations listed in the seemingly biased and one-sided background guide, with the possible exception of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea), are not rogue states; they simply have sour relations with the United States. The Islamic Republic of Iran is pursuing its national right to enrich uranium for domestic purposes, a right that is legally protected under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela is also acting in accordance with international law; it is simply expressing an opposition to the policies of a certain nation. Those three nations are not the rogue states that must be dealt with, and public opinion in Austria clearly reflects this. A miniscule minority of Austrians support using force against Iran, even if they do obtain nuclear warheads. Opinion of Iran and Venezuela also dwell at much higher percentages than that of the United States and United Kingdom. The only thing that can be done is to invest in alternative energy sources. Over half of Austria’s energy is hydropower energy, and a large percentage of the remainder is either biomass, wind-, or solar-powered. Less than twenty percent of our energy is derived from non-renewable resources, such as oil. It is highly suggested that other nations look into these methods for their own benefit.


The United Nations Security Council suffers a serious problem: it is a forum for many countries with many different opinions. Unanimity is almost impossible under the circumstances of the modern world, as every nation brings a different culture and a different outlook on the globe to the table. Even in the Cold War, when the “great ambassadors” debated issues like the Cuban Missile Crisis, there was a sharp divide between the opinions of the West, the East, and the non-aligned world. Now that the world is not so evenly divided, we face fragmentation in the Security Council; however, that fragmentation is the same we experienced in the Cold War. The Security Council is a body that upholds and ensures international peace, but we have miserably failed in that endeavor. Genocide runs rampant not only in Rwanda, but also in the Sudan and a number of other nations. Civil wars continue to rage at various places across the globe, and those civil wars threaten to spill into other nations. And more importantly, there are nations that believe they are above international law, and have thus deemed it necessary to invade other nations in order to meet their personal agendas. But that circumstance is not the only example of defiance against international law. Leaders in nations ranging from the Americas to Africa to Europe to Asia have violated international law time and time again. These are the situations that the Security Council should be dealing with. If only the Security Council could take a stand on the issues of genocide, civil war, and defiance of international law, then maybe we would be standing up for our true goal: the perseveration of international peace.

Charlie Tripp

People’s Republic of China

Westfield High School/ Westfield YMCA

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rouge Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century

The People’s Republic of China feels that all topics talked about in this year’s Security Council are very important ones. China knows that the world needs to combat terrorism and rouge states. We also know that it is important to modify the role of the Security Council because of the changing times we live in.

The world needs to realize that global terrorism is a serious threat. China also feels that the world needs to understand that large-scale wars and invasions are not the answer to these wars. The world together needs to form a way to police the world and its terrorists. Not one country can handle a task like this. The United States needs to withdraw from Iraq and it is essential that the United Nations urge all coalition to withdraw their troops. When the people of the world are aware that a country like Syria or Iran is harboring terrorists, we need to simply talk to these countries and not use military force. China feels that countries like Iran are misunderstood and are not violent countries. If the countries of the United Nations could talk to countries that harbor terrorists and allow them to agree to denounce violence, then the problems of international terrorism can be solved.

As we enter a more modern age, China acknowledges that it is important to ensure the stability of all oil controlling nations. Middle Eastern countries that are sitting on large amounts of oil need to be allowed by the world to sell these large amounts of oil to any country they please. It is also important that the United Nations not infringe on national sovereignty while making the decisions on what to do about these countries. China fully understands that countries with oil can make the amount of money to develop nuclear weapons, and China fully tolerates this. China feels that if a country wants to build nuclear weapons from the money it makes from oil that is their right as a country. We also feel that countries should not begin to find alternate energy sources. The world has large amounts of oil and countries are willing to sell it. Furthermore, the United Nations need not put sanctions on countries like Venezuela, Iran or DPR Korea.

The United Nations charter needs to be amended. In our modern times, the United Nations needs to combat global terrorism. We cannot be flexible with world emergencies, but we need to gain knowledge of which emergencies we should respond to quickly. A large international crisis would need the response of the Security Council, but most incidents that take place within a single country should not be dealt with too heavily. China feels that is important to protect national sovereignty and not interfere with country’s decisions. The Security Council should protect against rouge states and terrorists, but should do so without interfering with national sovereignty.

China hopes that the Security Council of the United Nations can reach a conclusion to help solve the problems that the world is facing.

Chris Salemme

Arab Republic of Egypt

Westfield HS/ Westfield YMCA

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century

This year’s topics to be discussed in the Security Council are consensus building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/ Oil States, and the 21st century reform of the committee. All of these issues are very important to Egypt and vital to its powerful role in its region. The topic that is most significant to Egypt’s well-being is the issue of rogue states such as Iran and Syria which are very close to Egypt.

On the issue of international terrorism, Egypt feels that it is imperative that terrorists worldwide are hunted until they stop their heinous crimes. We will support any effort that leads to the capture or death of terrorists or their sponsors. Also, we believe in the use of economical sanctions on Iran and Syria in order to end their support of terrorist organizations such as al-Qaeda. Although we are an Islamist state, we feel it is completely immoral and against our religion to do such actions. If it is absolutely necessary, we think that force should be used against those nations in order to scope out and eliminate the terrorists that they are harboring. As with the coalition forces in Iraq and Afghanistan, we support the bold efforts of the Western countries defeating terrorism there. It is our opinion that the troops remain in place and increase in number until the security in the region is satisfactory.

One of Egypt’s most pressing security issues is the presence of rogue nuclear/oil states in the region and the world. The nation that is the greatest threat to us is Iran because of its close proximity to us. We believe that the same measures should be taken against Iran as we would with their terrorist harboring threat. Economic sanctions such as international embargos must be set but must be done carefully. Upsetting Iran too much may result in a spike in oil prices. Since Venezuela has such close ties with Iran, it must also be dealt with. We believe that preemptive military strikes against Iranian nuclear facilities should be used if its leaders do not comply with UN sanctions and laws. Now that the DPR Korea has begun to disarm itself of nuclear weapons, we feel it is becoming less and less of a threat to us as the days go on. 

Egypt firmly believes that the United Nations needs to take a more aggressive role in the 21st century. Today we are dealing with new threats that were not present back in 1945 and we need to deal accordingly. We are supporters of enlarging the United Nations’ peace-keeping forces and broadening their duties to take pre-emptive strikes against rogue and dangerous nations. Egypt also believes in creating a NATO like force in the Middle-East and Mediterranean region to help protect the responsible nations from threats such as Iran and Syria. This force would deal with specific threats to the well being of its participants and should contain ground forces as well as an air force and a navy. A “crisis” that requires Security Council involvement would be defined as any threat to the health of a nation or its citizens in a militaristic manner. These instances would include genocide, weapons-of-mass-destruction (WMD) possession, or any other major security threat. 

Dylan Chapp

Western Family YMCA

Security Council

Greece

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century
Greece is a Mediterranean nation bordering Albania, Turkey, Macedonia, and Bulgaria. Karolos Papoulias has served since 2005 as the chief of state in this republic. As a direct result of Greece’s dependence on tourism for a sizable segment of its GDP, Greece maintains great interest and concern for issues of national security. Over the course of its tenure in the Security Council, Greece has worked towards consensus at all times and acted as an intermediary between nations in conflict. In the years ahead, Greece will support the goals of the Security Council and United Nations at large as it has done since the dawn of its involvement in both bodies.  

As all nations march forward into a new century, change, adaptation, and compromise will be inevitable parts of the process of international cooperation. However, Greece holds strong to the original stated mission of the Security Council—“primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security.”  Greece advocates a platform of improvement vis-à-vis the Security Council, including above all else, dedication to peace and the integrity of human rights. Forging ahead into the future of this body, Greece will maintain dialogue between nations and favors multilateral solutions based on a truly global perspective. 

Insofar as specific goals are concerned, Greece will continue to focus on Cote D’Ivoire and Sudan as well as maintaining the Security Council’s immensely productive relationship with the Civil Society. Disarmament is a priority issue for Greece, and it hopes that the Security Council will tackle this issue with utmost prudence and diligence. 

Greece is a non-nuclear state and fully cooperates with the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty. Given the excellent example of functionality and success that Greece presents in a non-nuclear, disarmed paradigm, it is imperative that states fearing loss of position by disarmament take heed and follow the example that 188 other nations have and sign as parties in the treaty.

Greece recognizes the potential hazard of states that may leverage international authority through threats of nuclear development or control of oil resources. Keeping this concern in mind, Greece chiefly supports reaffirmation of a broad policy on sanctions executed by the Security Council. While it is imperative that diplomacy and open talk between nations must become the normative course of affairs, Greece also recognizes the painful necessity of sanctions against rogue states. 

Defiance to efforts against disarmament and gross infringement of human rights are of particular concern to Greece, and as such issues often spring up in the domain of rogue states, Greece is confident that the Security Council will be able to intelligently use sanctions to target specific issues and regimes rather than large, and largely innocent, groups. Post-1980, Greece has taken the threat of domestic and international terrorism very seriously and from position within the Security Council, prevention of terrorism, both regime-sponsored and independent, shall be a high priority.


As the global condition changes, Greece will do the utmost to facilitate a progressive plan within this body for the preservation of international unity and security. In light of aggressive contention between numerous sovereign nations, Greece sees that the mission of the Security Council is more critical than ever. 

Grace Rosinski

Somerville High School

Portugal

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century

As a member of the European Union since 1986, and as the current head of the Council of the European Union, Portugal aligns its beliefs with that of this Union, and we frequently support the opinions of the other members. Portugal also strives to uphold the principles of the United Nations and “facilitate cooperation” in all aspects. This willingness to negotiate and this desire for cooperation is evident in our opinions in each of the three topics for this year’s Security Council: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, and the Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century.


The War on Terror is one that has raged endlessly for the past few years, being ‘fought’ not only in the Middle East, but also across the globe, with each area of our world being afflicted with problems of terrorism. Portugal, itself, has limited problems with terrorism, with the last organized terrorist group being the political group Popular Forces of the 25th of April, which performed many attempts in the late 1970s and early 1980s. Portugal in no way harbors terrorists of any kind, or supports them, and intensely disagrees with such a practice. Portugal believes that through ties with other nations, a consensus can be reached and a solution found for this seemingly immortal epidemic of violence. The Ministry of Justice in Portugal and the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (UNODC) signed a treaty in which Portugal will spread the support of an end to organized crime and terrorism throughout Portuguese-speaking nations. Through our power as the head of the Community of Portuguese-Speaking Countries (CPLP), we have been able to spread such knowledge and understanding through the other seven official members. Portugal believes in the formation of such ties between common nations, for it could lead to a resolution. We also strongly support transatlantic ties, such as the ones maintained by our Prime Minister recently, for we feel that such ties lead to understanding, and we urge the United Nations and the Security Council to support such an organization, especially in the core of the terrorism today, Iraq, for such support could, again, lead to resolution. 

Portugal is neither a nuclear or oil power, able to derive petroleum fuel through imports. Although we do have a lack of this natural resource that is so precious in today’s world, a large part of our industry is oil refining, and the exportation of this refined oil helps our economy greatly. Portugal recognizes and agrees with the statement that many nations can wield extreme power through control of natural resources, and we are attempting to escape from a possible “energy-hostage” situation through promotion of new sources of energy. Currently, Portugal is practicing and experimenting with solar power, wave power and wind energy, and plans to use $3.8 billion towards energy research in the next five years. We will strongly support any attempt in the United Nations to promote alternative fuel sources, for we recognize the instability and selfishness that can result from an oil-dependent world. Yet because a large portion of the Portuguese economy balances upon access to oil, Portugal hopes and supports any reasonable decision by the Security Council to stabilize the global oil market. On the topic of nuclear states, Portugal is ardently against the presence of unchecked nuclear powers, as can be proven by our constant standing in the General Assembly against such power, and we constantly support and vote for a “nuclear-weapon-free world”. 

Portugal believes passionately in the existence of ties between nations, such as those that exist between the members of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) and the European Union (EU). Such ties are key in the negotiation of worldly problems, like genocide and terrorism. Portugal believes that through the established practice in the Security Council of the five permanent members having ‘veto’ power, many reforms that would benefit individual nations are thwarted due to the singular and occasionally selfish opinions of these dominant members. We believe, that in order for change to occur, equal and flexible relations must exist between all nations. Portugal believes that the Security Council should revert back to the practices that it was established to perform, as outlined in the United Nations Charter, for we believe that recent events have led the Council astray from its original goal, and that mere analysis and recollection of the original values can help the Security Council fulfill and continue these original goals. 

Portugal believes strongly in the work performed by both the Security Council and the United Nations and will support most decisions. Portugal upholds its belief in relations between nations, and looks forward to making progress on each of the topics.

Tyler Roussos

Middlesex High School

India

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, 21st Century Security Council


This year the Security Council will be focusing on several topics which are very important to India. India has desired better representation for the southeastern Asian countries in the security council. Additionally, India has suffered some of the repercussions from the war on terror. We have received refugees, through Pakistan, from Afghanistan. The final topic of rouge nuclear and oil states deeply worries India because India’s location in the world makes it susceptible to collateral damage from conflicts in these rouge states.


India’s support for the war on terror may not be as high as that of countries such as Great Britain, but India is still an advocate to fight terrorism in all forms. India has suffered many blows from terrorism due to the extreme differences in religion in the region. The late 1940s and early 1950s have been very troubling times for India, but they have given India the experience that it needs to properly deal with such terrorism. India’s shaky relationship with Pakistan has given India the ability to negotiate and use diplomatic measures with unfriendly nations and groups before taking active military measures. India does not want to see any unnecessary loss of life while combating terrorism, thus India is very supportive of using diplomatic channels to solve conflicts before using military action.


India’s location places it in great peril from several of the rogue nuclear and/or oil states. India is susceptible to suffering collateral damage if nuclear states decide to make use of their nuclear arsenal or if their testing goes awry. For this reason, India supports efforts by the United Nations to send weapons inspectors into such countries to ensure that their nuclear development is focused solely on constructive purposes. Furthermore, India supports the United Nations in creating resolutions to stabilize the global oil market because oil is a very important commodity in India. India is in support of researching alternative fuel sources, but as India is a developing nation, we will not be able to provide funding or aid for such research. India supports the United Nations in using sanctions to help encourage such rouge nations to comply with the resolutions of the United Nations.


India and Southeast Asia’s representation on the Security Council is never very high. We are luck is we are one of the nations who is represented on the council and very rarely is a fellow Southeast Asian country selected. India realizes that the security council needs to stay somewhat small to be effective in crisis situations, however, India wishes to have better representation for Southeast Asia. To better deal with current threats, India believes that the Security Council should expand its use of PKOs and create a crisis response team which will act as a quick response force to be used in the event of a crisis. The Security Council’s current structure is quite small, which allows it to be able to effectively deal with a crisis. India, however, believes that more regions deserve better representation on the Security Council, and it should be reformed to allow more permanent seats. India also believes that the Security Council should further define many terms, such as crisis, rouge state, and terrorist threat, so that resolutions can be more concise and debate can be more focused.

Lloyd Laing 
Morocco 
Security Council 
Topics: Consensus Building in the war on terror, Rogue Nuclear/ Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21 Century 

Imagine a world of chaos in which peace never rains. Everywhere you turn, killing and raping of innocent children done by adult. Terrorist causing massive destruction, very frequently. A country without security is not a safe one indeed. That why all around the world country form Security Council to prevent this destruction from happening. This year the Security Council will be discussion the conflict on terror, nuclear and oil. In addition, we will also be discussing the topic of upgrading our security system. I will elaborate on these topics through out my paper. 
First of all, Morocco think terrorist is a conflict within our generation. Not too long ago an incident occurred causing major destruction within one of our ally’s country, you may remember that incident as 9/11, and many lives were impact by that one event. That is one reason why we should not take terrorist as a joke. Just terrorist alone can unite all nation together to bring justice to the terrorist by finding who are involved and try to locate their where about. With doing that we are uniting with each other to accomplish one goal. Our nation believes that the conflict within Iraq about the coalition forces is a waste of time. There is only one resolution to withdrawal from Iraq, if the U.N. were not success now then what is the chance it will be in the future. Furthermore, the country of Iran and Syria are threaten countries of harboring terrorist the only way to prevent this from happening is to increase the security of the harbor. Terrorist demand a lot of security, to keep chaos from out of the country. 
Most important, Morocco has a theory that many countries have the capability of nuclear that can threat all nations. Nevertheless oil is ration within all nations. We as a security council can ensure the amount of global oil by getting peace with all nations so once oil is discover they can share the oil without any conflict. Mainly we can just use the oil wisely or find a substitute. The more oil within the country does make it more dangerous then a country with limited amount of oil. Morocco does agree that the country with more oil will have more problems because oil is a required thing for modern technology. As a result of modern technology country will begin war over unnecessary oil. Morocco believe that country with a limited amount of oil should have a back up plan or a substitute for oil because one day oil will vanish and then they must find a way to live without it. The only way the U.N. can enforce the law on the civilian is by explaining to them the situation they are in. 
Lastly, Morocco thinks upgrading country security should be mandatory because the security is what protects the country. The U.N. charter should be prepared for what is happening around us, genocide, wars, starvation, and etc. The Security Council should take emergence serious because the country and the citizens should be the first priority. Some crises for the Security Council are threat of terrorism, threat of wars, and any other threats. These crises cause the Security Council to increase their security for the country safety. Us as a Security Council should be ready to change anything on our agenda to help our country dealing with terrorism, rogue states combat humanitarian and etc.
Nicole Tortoriello

Community YMCA

Tunisia

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, 21st Century Security Council


As always, the Security Council will be dealing with critical issues that affect every nation in the world. The decisions made will ensure a safe world society. Tunisia believes it is imperative to instill a safe atmosphere in the global community. Tunisia fully supports United Nations resolutions that will ensure international and national security.


Tunisia fully supports resolutions to take down global terrorist groups. Having been affected by a terrorist attack in 2002, we fully understand the consequences of allowing terrorist groups to grow and attack. In the past five years we have enacted campaigns in our country to shut down any and all internal terrorist groups. We feel it is necessary that all countries do the same. However, we also warn that Arab countries should not be targeted merely because of their dominant religion. It would not be sensible to accuse all Middle Eastern countries of harboring terrorist. Thus we encourage the Security Council to make certain that it is terrorist groups that are being targeted, not the countries themselves. To force nations into alliances would only breed hostility. Tunisia recognizes the need for global cooperation, but we do not believe cooperation can be forced. Military forces should only be used as a last resort once diplomatic negotiations have failed. Further, the UN should cease sanctions against Iraq, as they only harm the Iraqi people. A swift, peaceful, diplomatic end must be reached in the Iraq conflict.


Tunisia feels it is important to note that the majority of the member nations of the UN do not have issues with the so-called "dangerous dictators". Perhaps certain nations need reminding that the western world is not the only portion of the world that will be affected by the measures taken by the Security Council. It is important that the UN, as an independent entity, does not take on the struggles and conflicts of individual nations. To assume that all nations take issue with the countries deemed hostile in this briefing would be incorrect; to take action as if all nations take issue with said countries would be introducing more conflict into the world by involving nations that had been unaffected by a few feuding countries.


Tunisia also believes each country should be allowed to do what is best for its own economy. Thus, it must always remain a country's prerogative to do what it wishes with its own natural resources, especially oil fields. For many oil-rich countries, oil is their only marketable natural resource. To dictate how they must use their oil would strike a serious blow to their economies, and unfairly benefit wealthier nations. Similarly, it is a country's right to develop alternative energy sources, and it would be prudent to do so, as oil will only become more difficult to obtain as time passes.


Tunisia believes it is necessary to create a safe and secure global society. To do this, it is necessary to have a Security Council that will be able to ensure the global sense of security is achieved. However, not all minor conflicts require the Security Council's attention. For an issue to attract Security Council interference, it must be one that affects the security of the world as a whole, rather than the feuding governments of a few nations. The Security Council must stress diplomacy over military or economic action at all times, in order to avoid harming citizens of countries whose governments may be feuding with other nations. It is of utmost importance to ensure that all actions taken against nations deemed hostile do not have a negative impact of the citizens of said countries. The Security Council is in place to ensure that all nations live as harmoniously as possible so that every individual citizen of every nation may live a safe, peaceful life.

Chris Mazur
Immaculata High School
Nigeria
Security Council
Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century


This year the Security Council will have to find solutions to problems that are affecting the entire world.  The main topics of interest are consensus building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear or Oil States, and the role and reform of the Security Council in the 21st century.  Nigeria supports any solutions to these problems, as along as they do not harm Nigeria in any way.


The War on Terror is an extremely difficult situation that must be dealt with.  Nigeria is not strong enough to send troops into the fight directly.  Nigeria does support any actions that must be taken, as long as they do not interfere with the Nigerian nation.  Nigeria supports the United States’ actions with the War on Terror.  The United States has recently given support to the Nigerian government by providing military supplies to combat the growing crisis in the Niger Delta region of Nigeria.  This crisis is in large part due to the religious spilt between Muslims and Christians in Nigeria.  There has been violence between these two groups recently, but the government is doing its best to contain this problem. 

In Africa, Nigeria has been doing all that it can through the Security Council to help its neighbors in Africa.  Nigeria has been a strong positive force for peace in the Security Council since its inception in 1960.  Nigeria has supported the United Nations’ intervention forces throughout Africa.

To foster stronger alliances between nations, Nigeria feels that the Security Council must become a stronger force in affairs to help rid nations of terrorist groups.  Under developed countries need this help the most, and trust between powerful countries like the United States and the United Kingdom with the third world countries that these terrorist groups use as home bases will help defeat terrorism.  The United nations must help the situation in Iraq if that area is ever to have a more stable society.  If the Security Council allows a small part of the world to try and keep such a volatile country like Iraq together, then only more fighting and greater danger can come from it.  

With regards to nations that suspected of harboring terrorist groups like Iran and Syria, the Security Council must take action.  Nigeria supports the use of inspections and strong economical sanctions against these countries to end the terrorist threat.


The Security Council must be strict with rogue nuclear and/or oil nations.  Countries like Iran that are trying to acquire nuclear weapons, must be under close watch to make sure that their goal is never met.  Countries like Iran should have strict economical sanctions and embargos put on them until they abandon their nuclear ambitions.  These nations must be kept under control, or the free world will be harmed.  If there is nothing done, terror attacks could amplify to unspeakable proportions.  For rogue nations like Iran, North Korea, Venezuela, and others, a stronger stance must be taken by the Security Council.  Only the cooperation of the Security Council can contain these countries, and keep their ambitions in check. 

Nigeria is becoming a larger player is the world due to its oil reserves.  Our relations with the Western world, especially the United States, must be improved for our nation to fully develop.  While the acquisition of new alternative resources would be beneficial for the environment, it would hurt Nigeria’s economy.  We are the one the world’s leaders in petroleum products, and so our economy heavily relies on foreign countries’ needs for our oil reserves.  Therefore, we can not fully support any plans for the creation of alternative fuels.


In today’s world, the Security Council is ill equipped to handle the problems and situations that are put before it.  Therefore, Nigeria supports a plan to reform the Security Council set up by African Union (AU).  It calls for a twenty six member Security Council, with six permanent members, including two seats for Africa.  It also calls for an additional five non-permanent seats and insists that new permanent members have the right to veto.  The Security Council also must become more flexible to deal with emergencies.  Nigeria feels that the reform proposed by the African Union will help the Security Council become a stronger force in the United Nations.

The definition of a crisis should be anything that can harm another nation, whether internally or externally brought on by another nation.  The Security Council should only intervene in internal affairs if asked to by the country or if the situation has clearly gotten out of hand.  Conflicts brought on by two different countries should be dealt with by the Security Council, but there should be some vote of how much action should be taken.

In closing, Nigeria supports the War on terror, and feels that the Security Council must take a stronger stance against it.  Rogue nations that are trying to obtain nuclear weapons or are using their natural supplies of oil to do harm to foreign economies must be handled.  This should not be allowed to continue.  The Security Council must be reformed to take on the 21st problems, and Nigeria supports the plan presented by the AU.

Russian Federation

Roohi Rustum


Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, 21st Century Security Council

Due to Russia’s intricate foreign policy and governmental history, there is no easy way with which we might address current concerns facing both the international community and the Security Council. Rather than inflict policies disrespectful of national sovereignty, Russia supports foreign policy resolutions that prioritize national sovereignty. However, we also recognize that the Security Council must deal with certain imminent threats in the international community through strong leadership and action.

Because of the ambiguity inherent in the war on terror, Russia urges the Security Council to lead the war on terror rather than allow unilateral action so that unjustified actions like the undeclared war in Iraq cannot occur in the future. As President Putin commented, “in all times in human history countries that sought to be called empires invariably suffered from a sense of invulnerability, greatness, and flawlessness…there were no international terrorists under [deposed Iraqi president] Saddam Hussein…anything done without the UN Security Council’s approval cannot be recognized as fair or justified” (Torbakov). As the current war in Iraq shows, unilateral action against the war on terror inevitably forces nations into situations similar to that of Iraq; nations become perpetrators of injustice by ignoring the Security Council. 

The Security Council should lead the war against terror through regulation inspections and sanctions in the future for countries suspected of harboring terrorist groups. The council must also adopt resolutions to end the egregious of Iraq rather than offering support for this unjustified war. As a member of the global anti-terrorism coalition, Russia urges the Security Council to ensure that countries opposing terrorism are respectful of the sovereignty of other nations. As Chief of General Staff Anatoly Kvashnin argues, “It is quite another thing when, under the guise of fighting international terror, some countries are in fact trying to get involved in the internal affairs of the nation they are meant to be helping” (Torbakov). Russia recommends the Security Council take actions in the war on terror that represent the unified opinion of the Council rather than reflecting individual attitudes; we advise that the Council implement solutions that avoid internal involvement and preserve national sovereignty.

Russia firmly supports the national sovereignty of rogue nuclear and oil states. Before judging countries with oil as unpredictable, the Security Council ought to allow countries with fossil fuels to operate economically without outside interference. Russia and other countries, such as China, Iran, and Venezuela, are currently acting to ensure the stability of the oil market through treaty negotiations. President Putin is committed to achieving “bilateral long-term supply contracts with consuming nations so that suppliers would know there would be a stable demand for their exports” (Stroupe). Because individual countries are already taking actions towards a stabilized oil market, the Security Council should not interfere until the oil market becomes too fractured for individual nations to fix themselves. Alternative energy source efforts, though, are both pragmatic and constructive; the great power of developed countries forces them and Russia to be leaders in alternative energy research. However, this is neither the obligation of the Security Council nor a topic that poses an imminent threat to the international community; hence, Russia urges the Security Council to allow individual nations to engage in self-guided efforts that will fit each nation’s means.

Furthermore, Russia refuses to participate in any attempts by the Security Council to implement new sanctions against Iran, the DPR of Korea, or Venezuela. The two resolutions already passed by the Security Council sanctioning Iran for its nuclear activity are sufficient in light of Iran’s recent cooperation with the International Atomic Energy Agency (Strokan). Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov commented at the September 26th meeting of the P5 powers and Germany to discuss Iran’s nuclear actions: “We would like to be guided by the IAEA’s conclusions” (Strokan). On the other hand, sanctions implemented by the United States and the European Union are actually counterproductive. Instead, Russia confidently advocates talks between the Security Council and Iran as well as a collaborative search for an effective solution. 

The United Nations Charter was left ambiguous purposely so the Security Council might deal flexibly with the changing problems in different eras. With this in mind, Russia opposes any attempts to reform the Charter and Security Council structure. Originally, the Security Council was formed in an attempt to offer guidance in an age fraught with tension and conflict. The veto powers themselves were meant to act as leaders, with “such arrangements reflect[ing] the overriding global political influence of the P5” (Limbert and Ramsbotham).  Hence, Russian United Nations ambassador Andrei Denisov flatly stated, “Moscow rejected any dilution of the power of the five or their veto rights” (“US, Russia, China rejecting G4 UN reform bill”). The Russian ambassador at the time to the General Assembly, Sergei Lavrov, agreed firmly, asserting that the veto was an “‘irreplaceable tool for coordinated Council activities and to arrive at balanced decisions’” (Limbert and Ramsbotham). 

Similarly, the United Nations must maintain respect for national sovereignty when creating any agenda to combat international conflicts. Unless there is eminent danger emerging from any situation, which would be at the discretion of the Security Council and particularly the veto powers to conclude, under no circumstances can a pattern of action be implemented. Within crises, like when the Burmese troops shot at innocent monks, there cannot be action taken because the Security Council and the United Nations has deemed it a humanitarian rights violation; rather, there must be a course of action that is agreed upon, such as the “press statement expressing concern and urging restraint especially from the government” offered by the Security Council (Borger, MacKinnon, & Black). Anything further would “represent interferences in the internal affairs of a sovereign country” (Borger, MacKinnon, & Black). China, Russia’s ally in this situation, put it best when Chinese representative Wang Guangya commented that “there are some problems but these problems at the moment do not constitute a threat to international and regional peace and security” (Borger, MacKinnon, & Black). There is little need to deem situations a crisis unless the Security Council and the veto powers can assure without a reasonable doubt that the situation do “constitute a threat to international and regional peace and security.”

To most efficiently utilize the time during this conference, Russia urges the Council to approve resolutions that might appropriately deal with issues that demand the international community’s attention and pose a legitimate eminent threat to security towards multiple nations rather than occupy time with issues better left to individual countries. Only with strong leadership and guidance can the Security Council guide the world safely through these dangerous times and precarious issues to hopefully reach the goal of peace.

Pooja Yerramilli

Socialist Republic of Vietnam

Montgomery High School

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century

The Security Council will address several topics crucial to strengthening international stability.  As the representative of the Southeast Asian region, the Socialist Republic of Vietnam believes that through cooperation, the individual members of the committee collectively have the power to facilitate necessary changes in global security.  

The Socialist Republic of Vietnam condemns all acts of intrastate and international terrorism.  Both independently and cooperatively with surrounding nations, the country has partaken in various efforts to combat these inhumane crimes.  Within the nation itself, legislation strengthening border control and the supervision of financial transactions, specifically with foreign currency, has been enacted as preventative measures.  Furthermore, laws restrict the groups of citizens that may manufacture and transport weapons, ranging from explosives to radioactive materials.  Violations of these standards may warrant imprisonment or execution.  While these independent strategies have proven effective and may be implemented in other nations, international forums established for the exchange of information and intelligence regarding violent groups and their funding are essential to the eradication of terrorism worldwide.  The Socialist Republic of Vietnam is a member of INTERPOL and such regional organizations as ASEAN and APEC committed to increasing the cooperation among states.  The investigation of terrorists and their correspondences must be assigned to such an interstate body.  At the same time, the United Nations must respect the national sovereignty of each member country and refrain from unnecessary infiltration.  Vietnam feels that, compelled by the need for increased national security, each individual nation will willingly cooperate with such a mutually beneficial program that will aim to strengthen specific sectors, including transportation, food administration, and airport security.  The main goal of the United Nations, however, should be to target the roots of the terrorist acts, the most prominent of which are poverty, development gaps, and religious intolerance.  Such is the basis for the majority of the Iraqi insurgencies and conflicts.  Thus, rather than broadening support for Coalition forces in Iraq, we, as a global community, must supply aid when requested to the newly established Iraqi government in its efforts to solidify its control over its conflict-ridden nation.  The Iraqi War has shown the world the immediate and long-term consequences of pursuing a war on uncertain grounds.  Therefore, before taking action against any country suspected of harboring terrorist groups, the members of the Security Council must urge the respective nation to cooperate with United Nations investigations.  If this body can prove beyond reasonable doubt that the country is, indeed, involved in globally illicit activities, then it should pressure said nation through targeted sanctions, which are further discussed below. 

In the past few years, Vietnam’s economy has largely been bolstered by crude oil exports.  Through the establishment of domestic refineries, both domestic and international profits and exports will increase.  Such nations dominant in the oil industry as Venezuela have promised their support in these endeavors.  The encouragement and strengthening of the vast number of countries with access to oil and scattered throughout the world will ensure the stability of the global oil market.  Thus, if economic sanctions must be placed on any nation, member countries may turn elsewhere for the allotted period of time.  The process through which economic sanctions are enforced must be revised to increase effectiveness.  The likely consequences of such sanctions on the citizens of the targeted nation and related countries must be assessed prior to approval.  The support of member countries must be maintained through constant information flow, supervision and investigation of, and rational behind the sanctions.  While in this era, oil often connotes power, the reliance on few nations can be further minimized through research and development of alternative energy resources.  The Socialist Republic of Vietnam strongly believes such efforts should be focused on the possibility of nuclear power.  Vietnam itself aims to run its first nuclear power plant by 2020.  Each nation participating in this inquiry must, of course, comply with the standards set forth in the United Nations Non-Proliferation Treaty.  The Socialist Republic of Vietnam recognizes the necessity to resolve issues of nuclear proliferation, but simultaneously stresses the importance of nuclear disarmament and other violations of the Non-Proliferation Treaty.  

The Security Council must aim to combat the aforementioned issues.  Yet all these issues can be rendered unsolvable without reforms in the structure and jurisdiction of the United Nations Security Council.   The Socialist Republic of Vietnam commends the reforms the Security Council has already undertaken in response to the changing global threats, such as pursuing relations with non-member states and increasing cooperation and communication among United Nations committees and national governments.  Also laudable is the establishment of the Peace Building Commission and Human Rights Council.  However, given the shifting allotment of global power and the changing motives of various countries, Vietnam believes that it is in the best interest of all nations that the Security Council become more open in its discussions of all multilateral affairs.  Resolutions to such critical issues must be deemed admissible by the majority of United Nations members, rather than solely by a selective group of fifteen.  Furthermore, membership on the Council should be extended to an increased number of developing nations, around which much of its discussions center.  While it is crucial that the Security Council’s response to humanitarian crises and emergencies, such as observable genocide, must be immediate, its decisions should not be hasty.  The United Nations must not infringe on national sovereignty unless the situation deems such a violation absolutely necessary.

 The Socialist Republic of Vietnam urges the delegates of the Security Council to consider these proposed solutions and calls upon the nations for the efficient and peaceful resolution of these issues.

Mike Brownett

Somalia

Immaculata High School Delegation

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror; Rogue Nuclear/Oil States; Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century


This year the Security Council will discuss issues such as consensus building in the war on terror, rogue nuclear and oil states, and the role and reform of the Security Council in the 21st century.


With Somalia in the midst of a reconstruction of their government, the War on Terror is of little concern to them.  The Islamist faction of Somalia was believed to have three members of Al-Qaeda, which the United States dealt with through an air strike.  The Ethiopian government agreed to stay in Somalia until a national government was set-up.  Somalia has made great strides in setting up a strong national government.  The UN has praised our actions and has said that we are making the right first steps.  With the local issues that are present, Somalia is less concerned about the War on Terror and foreign affairs than it would be if its government was established.  Somalia does not support the new standard in which all minorities seem to be the target for all terror related activities, but it does support the fact terrorist actions should be ended.  The new government, once set-up, will have a greater interest in the war on terror.  Until then, Somalia will support any decisions the UN makes towards the War on Terror.


The nuclear or oil states that are the main threats on the world are Iran, North Korea, and Venezuela.  Iran is thought to have a secret, non-sanctioned nuclear program and it is known to have the largest oil reserves in the world.  North Korea is suspected to starting a non-sanctioned nuclear program as well.  Venezuela has the largest oil reserve in the Western Hemisphere.  Somalia is more concerned with the threat of nuclear warfare.  Nuclear warfare would probably not directly affect Somalia itself since most of its conflicts are internal or within Africa.  The affect that nuclear warfare would have on Somalia would be the after effects.  The plight of the world after nuclear warfare would greatly affect those who are already in plight when there is no nuclear warfare.  This is why Somalia believes that the UN should further investigate the starting of non-sanctioned nuclear programs.  This also means that new measures need to be taken to insure that other countries will not start a non-sanctioned nuclear program of their own.  Somalia feels that the Security Council should make new resolutions to insure the safe use of nuclear technology.  The oil market is more of a national sovereignty issue and it does not pertain to the immediate safety of the people of the world.  The Security Council should pass a resolution in which a global oil reserve was established.  Any country that has an oil reserve would be required to donate a portion of their reserve in order to secure oil for the global community.  This resolution would take affect after a few years so that the countries with oil reserves are still making money for their economies, but at the same time still donating to the global oil reserve.


To allow the Security Council to move with the 21st century, the charter should be amended to say that any dispute or situation which could cause friction between any substantial number of people and/or countries.  This would allow for ethnic or religious differences, which in many instances is the reason for terrorism.  To allow the Security Council to get involved in a situation and be flexible, it must be a crisis, in which, the immediate or long term safety of the substantial number of people and/or the substantial number of countries is in jeopardy.  In order to determine who is in jeopardy, a broad agenda must be formed for current world issues, such as terrorists, oil states, and nuclear states.  If the Security Council amends these issues, it will be able to move easily into the 21st century.

Mike Barile

Hunterdon County YMCA

Syria

Security Council

Topics: Consensus Building in the War on Terror, Rogue Nuclear/Oil States, Role and Reform of the Security Council in the 21st Century


The Security Council is possibly the most important committee within the United Nations, and the nation of Syria, being on Security Council rotation, is honored by its invitation to this year’s committee. Syria feels that the topics to be discussed this year are imperative to the safety of the world and commends the United Nations for its role in the establishment of a 21st century peace.


The Syrian Arab Republic does not support terrorism in any form, nor condone its evils, anywhere in the world. Syria wishes for terrorism to end so that the world can be a safer, more peaceful place. We acknowledge the damage that terrorism has wrought upon much of the Western World and our people still mourn the victims of September 11th, as well as the Spanish, British, and French bombings and the murders carried out by Chechen rebels against the Russian people.


However, Syria is not ready to give any support for actions that would reduce sovereignty of neither her, nor any of her Arab neighbors. Syria feels that such actions would be in direct violation of the United Nation’s charter and would threaten the freedom of the inhabitants of such countries. The Republic feels that instead, countries should be asked to cooperate willingly, and that if such countries agree to root out such evil from their own countries, that they should have their freedom and liberties respected. Syria has made many contributions to fighting terrorism throughout its country, and continues to support such domestic and provincial anti-terrorist actions. However, we could never respect forces of any other country, nor other body, in our nation, and the people of Syria would have had their global sovereignty directly violated. We implore the rest of the globe to respect our great nation and to respect our brethren in Iran, who like us, have made daring leaps towards expunging terrorism from the face of our world.


Furthermore, Syria does not support the United States in its sacking of the country of Iraq. The quagmire that has erupted in Iraq speaks for itself; it has created a vortex of terrorism that Syria feels is uncontrollable by Western forces. Syria feels that the only way to take control of Iraq is by putting it under the direct authority of a powerful Arab nation. Only then will terrorism be uprooted from the nation, for the country is in dire need of political and spiritual stability. The people of Iraq respect the might and benevolence of other Arab nations and will respond better to a temporary occupation of the nation by a sister country than by a nation considered by many to be an infidel nation, a nation whose only intention in the Middle-East is to plunder from and to kill the inhabitants. We beg the countries of the United Nations to hear our plea for the stability of Iraq, for it not only threatens world safety, but our safety as well.


Syria feels that the “threat being imposed upon the West” by countries such as Iran, Venezuela, and North Korea is simply a byproduct of the West’s misunderstanding and paranoia of the rest of the world. The Iranian-Venezuelan alliance is nothing other than an economic alliance, for the well-being of both countries. The people of Venezuela have suffered greatly due to economic pressures and the Iranian people have decided to bless them with aid, in contrast to Western powers who simply call for further sanctions on an impecunious people.

North Korea is certainly headed by an arrogant leader. But he is in no way insane. He is not an unintelligent man; he certainly respects the military might represented by countries such as the United States and Japan. Syria has no doubts that he will control his nuclear impulses and ambitions without further sanctions or military action. 


Syria would also like to stress the United Nations’ goal to give economic aid to the poor countries of the world. By placing economic sanctions upon nations such as Venezuela and Iran, the world would simply be threatening the economic well-being of countries that need their oil in order to survive. Small countries who do not have oil reserves in the quantity of the UK and the US know this. Without the oil of Iran and Venezuela, their small economies would simply dry up. Serious thought must be given to the well-being of these small nations when considering any form of action towards Iran or Venezuela.


Finally, Syria wishes to express the dangers of using non-petroleum fuels. Middle-Eastern nations whose economies rely on their petroleum exportation would be put under unbelievable financial stress, pitting them for circumstances under which social revolution would be inevitable. Such revolution would doubtlessly make these said countries sanctuaries for terrorism, a form of fighting that the United Nations has already expressed disapproval of. 


The great nation of Syria wishes to give its full support to the United Nations’ Security Council committee. Syria acknowledges the committee’s potential for world peace and for protecting the rights of the nations of the world in their attempt to maintain national sovereignty. 


Syria believes that a “crisis” to which the Security Council should be given active authority should be defined as: “A situation to which a country’s sovereignty is being threatened by the imperious intentions of another, or when massive genocide has shown that a nation is in direct need of military aid by neighboring countries.” Never should countries existing two oceans away be given authority, however, to enter military occupation of such a country. Such rationale was put behind the United States’ invasion of Iraq; Iraq has obviously not turned out for the best, and it is now under direct threat from an extremely dangerous country, Turkey, and from civil war and increased terrorism.

