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Letter from team 
Muniversiti,

Dear delegates,



Team MUNIVERSITI  welcomes each one of you to DPSRMUN 2022. Several of you 
may be attending your first MUN conference, and we strongly urge you to review the 
study guide that has been compiled for you as a part of the conference to get a 
better understanding of the issue. We encourage all participants to be pragmatic in 
their outlook towards this conference. In order to reform policy and understand the 
mechanisms of global politics, it is imperative to comprehend the values and 
principles behind each agenda.



However, there is lot of content available beyond this study guide too. In order to get 
the most out of your intellectual energy, you will need to research, collate, write 
down possible points of discussion, questions, and possible responses. At the same 
time, it is not just about speaking and presenting, but also about the ability to listen, 
understand viewpoints and learn new perspectives from one another. Winning 
should not be your motive, but instead you should be motivated by learning, since 
learning something means that you are the real winner, directly and/or indirectly.



Wishing all of you a great learning experience. Looking forward to having you all 
with us. 



Best wishes.

The Muniversiti Executive Board
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Committee Overview 

DISEC


Introduction
The Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC) was established in 
1945 and serves as the First committee of the United Nations General Assembly 
(UNGA). As stated in Chapter 4, Article 11 of the Charter of the United Nations and 
the International Court of Justice, the DISEC core working principle revolves around 
maintain international peace and security to which extent it may, consider the 
principles governing disarmament and regulation of armaments, discuss any 
questions that may pose a threat, immediate or not, to international peace and 
security and may deem necessary to call upon the attention of the United Nations 
Security Council (UNSC) to situations which may threaten the international peace 
and security. At no point do these responsibilities limit the general scope of the 
UNGA and by extension the DISEC stated forth in Article 10 of the Charter of the 
United Nations. (The United Nations Organisation, n.d.)



The UNGA-DISEC works in close cooperation with the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission and the Conference on Disarmament based in Geneva, Switzerland. 
The UNGA-DISEC is headquartered in New York City in the United States of America 
where it usually holds sessions once a year for a period of approximately 4 to 5 
weeks. All member nations of the United Nations Organization are members of the 
UNGA-DISEC and currently the membership stands at 193. Furthermore, the UNGA 
may award observer member status to any entity or international organisation as is 
currently held by Palestine and the Holy See. Only full members of the UNGA-DISEC 
are awarded a vote on resolutions; however, observer members may cast a vote on 
non-substantive procedural matters.



The UNGA-DISEC was established to oversee the actions of various national and 
nonstate actors and review situations whose level of urgency do not attract the 
attention of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC).
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In the past, UNGA-DISEC resolutions have dealt with a wide range of issues 
threating global peace with resolutions carrying out a wide range of functions like 
establishing new commissions, as was done in the very first resolution in 1946 which 
established a commission to deal with problems raised by the discovery of atomic 
energy; draft treaties as it did in 213 where a treaty was reached to establish a 
nuclear weapon free zone in Africa. (The United Nations Organisation, n.d.) I 
deemed necessary the UNGA can “unite for peace” as established under the UNGA 
resolution 377 A which states that if there if the lack of unanimity among the five 
permanent members of the UNSC has failed the UNSC in performing its primary 
responsibility, then the UNGA shall consider the matter immediately and may make 
recommendations including the use of armed force if a special majority is reached in 
the UNGA-DISEC (2/3rd’s of the members). At no points shall the delegates overstep 
and discuss issues outside the mandate of this committee. (The United Nations 
Organisation, n.d.) (The United Nations Organisation, n.d.)



The Disarmament and International Security Committee also known as the First 
Committee was established in the United Nations Charter, under Charter Article IV, 
with intentions of advocating, debating, and solving matters of international 
disarmament and security.All 193 UN member states are eligible as representatives in 
DISEC’s body with equal vote. Although DISEC has significant importance when it 
comes to international security but it cannot precisely mandate individual state 
action, sanctions or armed intervention, hence it can however can advocate these 
actions to the Security CouncilThe majority of DISEC’s funding is acquired from the 
United Nations’ organ, the General Assembly.
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The General Assembly’s Administrative and Budgetary Committee allocates funds 
for political affairs, international justice and law, cooperation for development, 
humanitarian affairs, support services, and capital expenses that all contribute to the 
General Assembly’s work in the international community. DISEC, with its importance 
promoting the goal number 16 in 2030 Sustainable Development Goals (SDG’s) 
within the United Nations Structure and the international community, had a nearly 
$5.4 billion in its budget, to “Promote peaceful and inclusive societies for sustainable 
development, provide access to justice for all and build effective, accountable and 
inclusive institutions at all levels.” 



DISEC collaborates with UN organizations, such as the United Nations Disarmament 
Commission(UNODA), and the ,as well asvarious international and non-
governmental organizations that contribute significant groundwork and insight to 
DISEC’s work.
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To discuss the need and possibility of a demilitarised zone in the Middle East.

For infographics (arms and ammunition) of this background guide

Agenda:

Design notes:

When we talk about the Middle East, the prime scenario that pops into one’s 
head is the Shia-Sunni wars, wars over oil, land, etc. Only after such scenarios 
do we imagine the vast deserts, wealth and summer heat. In the day and age of 
negotiation (all eyes on Russia-Ukraine), why is the Middle East one of the most 
volatile sections and what has kept the violence, constant militarisation and 
sufferance of civilians up for this long? Why is it that we, as a conglomeration of 
nations, cannot come to a consensus for a solution to this decades long 
problem? What sparks the need to increase militarisation and fuels the hesitation 
to demilitarise? Before we discuss the need for a demilitarised zone, this 
committee needs to ask the simplest questions in order to ensure effective 
negotiation. The ‘if’s, ‘but’s and ‘how’s of a demilitarised zone need to be 
thoroughly inspected in the three days of discussion and deliberation before a 
passed resolution declares the Disarmament and  International Security  
Committee a successful one. Careful consideration and being sensitive, tolerant 
and calm is a prerequisite to the Agenda. 

Introduction:
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Firstly, what is a demilitarised zone? A demilitarised zone (DMZ or DZ) is an area 
in which treaties or agreements between nations, military powers or contending 
groups forbid military installations, activities, or personnel. A DMZ often lies 
along an established frontier or boundary between two or more military powers 
or alliances. 



A DMZ may sometimes form a de facto international border, such as the Korean 
Demilitarised Zone. The demilitarised zone (DMZ) incorporates territory on both 
sides of the cease-fire line as it existed at the end of the Korean War (1950–53) 
and was created by pulling back the respective forces 1.2 miles (2 km) along 
each side of the line. Located within the DMZ is the “truce village” of 
P’anmunjŏm, about 5 miles (8 km) east of Kaesong, North Korea. It was the site 
of peace discussions during the Korean War and has since been the location of 
various conferences over issues involving North and South Korea, their allies, 
and the United Nations.



Why do we need one in the Middle East? More than any other region in the 
world, the Middle East is defined not by commercial ties, diplomatic interaction, 
or regional organisations, but by hard power and military might. This has been 
the case for the region’s modern history and will remain so for the foreseeable 
future. From both within and without, the Middle East has been seen through a 
military lens, where risks are consistently securitized and perceived to necessitate 
continually escalating levels of violence to address.

Statement of the Issue:
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Amid this crumbling regional order, the ongoing civil wars, especially in Syria 
and Yemen but also in Libya and Iraq, have become apparently intractable. 
Regional power struggles, such as the rivalry between Saudi Arabia and Iran, are 
widely understood to be complicating factors. But while such rivalries are indeed 
consequential, broader dynamics have also made these conflicts particularly 
long and ugly.



Amid this crumbling regional order, the ongoing civil wars, especially in Syria 
and Yemen but also in Libya and Iraq, have become apparently intractable. 
Regional power struggles, such as the rivalry between Saudi Arabia and Iran, are 
widely understood to be complicating factors. But while such rivalries are indeed 
consequential, broader dynamics have also made these conflicts particularly 
long and ugly.



Four factors in particular have served to escalate and perpetuate conflicts. First, 
the regional balance of power has been highly uncertain following the 2011 
uprisings as well as the aftermath of the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq. Second, 
local disputes have become the stage on which ever-present regional rivalries 
are playing out in larger, more lethal conflicts. Third, arms imports to the region 
have skyrocketed—sales for which the United States and its European allies 
actively compete. And fourth, the Middle East suffers from a notable dearth of 
norms of warfare and dispute resolution mechanisms in comparison with other 
regions of the world. The result is a complicated hornet’s nest of military 
interventions across the region.
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1800s to World War II



Towards the end of the 1800s questions arose as to how the Jewish people 
could overcome increasing persecution and anti-Semitism in Europe. The biblical 
Promised Land led to a political movement, Zionism, to establish a Jewish 
homeland in Palestine, in the Middle East.  During World War I, in 1916, it 
convinced Arab leaders to revolt against the Ottoman Empire (which was allied 
with Germany).  In return, the British government would support the 
establishment of an independent Arab state in the region, including Palestine.  
Yet, in contradiction to this, and to also get support of Jewish people, in 1917, 
Lord Arthur Balfour, then British Foreign Minister, issued a declaration (the 
Balfour Declaration). 




This announced the British Empirès support for the establishment of a Jewish 
national home in Palestine. 


History:
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Post World War II to 2000



After World War II, the newly formed United Nations (which then had less 
developing countries as members) recommended the partition of Palestine into 
two states and the internationalisation of Jerusalem. The minority Jewish people 
received the majority of the land.



The State of Israel was proclaimed on May 14 1948, but the Arab states rejected 
the partition of Palestine and the existence of Israel. The armies of Iraq, Syria, 
Lebanon, Trans-Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Yemen, and Egypt attacked but were 
defeated by the Israeli army.


While the Jewish people were successful in creating their homeland, there was 
no Palestine and no internationalisation of Jerusalem, either. In 1948 for 
example, Palestinians were driven out of the new Israel into refugee camps in 
Jordan, Egypt, Lebanon and other regions. It should be noted that many Jews 
were also expelled from surrounding Arab countries. Zionist organizations and 
even some Arab nations also encouraged many Jews to immigrate to Israel. As 
with Palestinians, expelled Jews often had their land and/or bank accounts and 
other property seized.



In 1956, Britain, France and Israel invaded the Sinai peninsula after Egypt 
nationalised the Suez canal because these waning empires feared further loss of 
power, this time of a major economic trading route entry point for the West to 
the rest of the Middle East. While Egypt was defeated, international (US, really) 
pressure forced their withdrawal.
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In 1967, Israel simultaneously attacked Egypt, Syria and Jordan in a pre-emptive 
strike against the Arab troops along its borders. Israel captured key pieces of 
land, such as the strategic Golan Heights to the north on the border with Syria, 
to the West Bank from Jordan and the Gaza strip from Egypt. In fact, Israel more 
than doubled its size in the six days that this war took place. Since then, 
negotiations have been around returning land to pre-1967 states, as required by 
international law and UN resolutions.



In 1978, due to rising Hezbollah attacks from South Lebanon, where many 
Palestinian refugees still were, Israel attacked and invaded Lebanon. In 1982, 
Israel went as far up Lebanon as Beirut, as bloody exchanges followed between 
Israeli attempts to bomb Yasser Arafat’s PLO locations, and Hezbollah 
retaliations. In 1985, Israel declared a strip of South Lebanon to be a Security 
Zone (never recognized by the UN, and hence Israel was always occupying this 
other nation.) Many civilians were killed on both sides. Israeli forces were 
accused of massacres on many occasions. After 22 years, Israel withdrew in May 
2000.



In the late 1980s came the Palestinian uprising—the Intifada. While there was 
much of a non-violence movement initially, the mainstream media concentrated 
on the violence. Young Palestinians confronted Israeli troops with nothing more 
than sling shots and stones. Thousands were killed by the Israeli military. Many 
suicide activists killed Israeli soldiers and caused other damage. Many innocent 
civilians were killed on both sides.



1993 saw the Oslo Peace Accord, whereby Israel recognized the PLO and gave 
them limited autonomy in return for peace and an end to Palestinian claims on 
Israeli territory. This has been largely criticized as a one-sided accord, that 
benefits only Israel, not the Palestinian people. It resulted in Israeli control of 
land, water, roads and other resources.
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In 1994, Israel withdrew from the Gaza Strip and Jericho, ending twenty seven 
years of occupation. A Palestinian police force replaced them. In 1995, then 
Israeli Prime Minister, Yitzhak Rabin, who had been involved in the latest peace 
processes, was assassinated by a Jewish extremist.



In April 1996, Israeli forces bombed Lebanon for 17 days, with Hezbollah 
retaliating by firing upon populated areas of Northern Israel. Israel also shelled a 
UN shelter killing about 100 out of 800 civilians sheltering there. The UN 
claimed it was intentional.



October 1998 saw the Wye River Memorandum outlining some Israeli withdrawal 
from the West Bank but Israel suspended it in January 1999 due to internal 
disagreements on its implementation.


Further attempts through to the beginning of 2000 were made at continuing the 
Wye River accord, but kept breaking down due to Palestinian protests of 
continued new Israeli settlements.



Towards the end of September, 2000, former Israeli military general, and now 
Israel’s Prime Minister, Ariel Sharon, accompanied by 1000 soldiers, visited a 
holy Muslim site, called the Temple Mount by the Israelis, and Haram al Sharif 
(Noble Sanctuary) by the Muslims and proclaimed it as eternal Israeli territory. 
Sharon has long been accused of massacres in his military days and was seen as 
generally being against the peace process at that time. This proclamation 
infuriated Palestinians, and led to a series of protests and violence and another 
major uprising, or intifada.

2000s 
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The Palestinian National Authority, which Arafat headed with a police force 
armed by the Israelis was itself criticized for not serving the full interests of the 
Palestinian people. The police force’s harsh crackdown on some Palestinians (in 
an attempt to address internal differences and extremism) drew criticisms from 
the likes of Amnesty International and others.



The frustration and injustice of the treatment of Palestinians has angered many 
citizens in the Arab world against US/Israeli policies. Palestinian frustration has 
spilled into extremism in some cases as well. Suicide bombings, and past acts of 
terrorism have terrorized Israeli civilians, making peace harder and harder to 
imagine, yet it has been easy to influence and recruit the young, impressionable 
and angry into extremist causes. As violence continues, it seems that it will 
remain easy to find recruits to violent causes.



In 2002, Israel started construction of a large defensive security fence in the 
West Bank supposedly to stop terrorists from making their way in to Israeli cities 
and settlements.Bush and Israel’s displeasure with Arafat is reflected in public. In 
2003, Israel stepped up its campaign against Hamas, the chief organization 
behind the suicide attacks of recent years. Arafat himself and his ruling fatah 
party are also being seen increasingly as corrupt and ineffective by Palestinians 
themselves.



In 2004, Sharon announced withdrawal of troops and settlements from the 
Gaza Strip, but a commitment to the largest settlements in the West Bank. At the 
beginning of 2005, Abbas was elected as Palestinian Authority president. By 
September, withdrawal from the Gaza Strip was complete, despite passionate 
resistance and protest from settlers.
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Throught the recent years, anger and frustration has mounted as the larger, but 
poorer Palestinian population also find themselves with the less prestine land. 
This has been further fuelled by Israeli bull-dozing of many homes and attempts 
to kill extremist leaders which often end in death or capture of innocent civilians 
(including women and children). In addition, while Israel demanded that the 
ineffective Palestinian National Authority do something to crack down on suicide 
bombers and other terrorist elements within its territories, it continued bombing 
official buildings and compounds (making any attempts to crack down on such 
elements futile). This also increased the power, authority, and influence of more 
extreme groups such as Hamas that did not like the idea of peace with Israel—it 
wanted the destruction of the Jewish homeland.



The start of 2006 that saw the more extreme Hamas organisation gain power. 
Hamas has been listed by many countries as a terrorist organization, though 
others see it as an independence movement. However, its means are certainly 
terrorist in nature, often employing suicide attacks on Israeli civilians.



While the UN Security Council has attempted to pass numerous resolutions 
critical of Israel the United States has vetoed almost all of them. Nevertheless, 
there have been some resolutions demanding that Israel return land that was 
captured in the 1967 war etc (such as UN Resolution 242). The 1948 UN 
Resolution 181 allowed for both Jews and Arabs to live in Israel, which goes 
counter to claims of some groups that Israel should not exist. Often the 
international community is critical of Israeli inaction, but the US veto prevents 
anything coming of it. Instead, Israeli land expansion and settlements have 
continued. The US has also provided Israel with enormous military aid, to the 
extent that in the Middle East, Israel has the most advanced and superior 
military. Their high tech/military industries are also very advanced. Israel also has 
nuclear weapons capabilities.
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The mainstream western media has traditionally capitalized on negative imagery 
and propaganda against Islam and the Arab world as a sort of way to also justify 
continued presence and involvement there.

Three of the region’s four ongoing civil wars—Libya, Syria, and Yemen—have 
local origins dating to 2011, while the Iraqi civil war is inextricably bound to the 
U.S.-led invasion in 2003. But while the particulars of each conflict are unique, 
certain ingredients are common across all four: collapsing socioeconomic 
orders, corrupt rentierism, and predatory authoritarianism (please see separate 
chapters of this report on the political economy and governance of Arab states). 
Over time, each conflict metastasized, becoming both regionalized and 
internationalised. The Libya, Syria, and Yemen conflicts continue because local 
leaders as well as their regional and international partners believe that they can 
achieve their strategic objectives through zero-sum military victories. 



Iran has protected, and even advanced, its security interests in Syria through a 
brutal military intervention, in conjunction with Russia, that helped secure the 
Assad government’s grip on power at a terrifying human cost. Iran has also 
maintained its land bridge to Hezbollah and pushed its zone of influence to 
Israel’s doorstep in the Golan. But Syria may now be fractured beyond repair. 
There is also increased dissent inside Iran, whose public does not appear to view 
its experience more favorably than did the U.S. public a decade ago. A 
consistent theme of the sustained public unrest that has gripped Iran since 
December 2017 is rising displeasure at the perhaps $20 billion spent supporting 
Assad both militarily and economically. That total does not include lesser 
expenditures on the Houthis in Yemen, Hezbollah in Lebanon, and various 
terrorist groups in Iraq, Palestine, Syria, and elsewhere. Meanwhile, rampant 
inflation and high unemployment have caused significant economic dislocation 
at home.


Recent Years
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In Yemen, meanwhile, the Saudi-led military coalition has achieved slow tactical 
gains against Houthi rebels since 2015. But decisive victory remains elusive. 
Several cities, including Aden, Mocha, Mukalla, and Taiz, have been nominally 
restored to governmental authority, but pro-government forces have 
subsequently struggled to exert control. The result is a slow-motion 
fragmentation of Yemen that has coincided with a catastrophic decline in 
humanitarian conditions. 



The 2003 U.S. intervention in Iraq is widely seen as having created enormous 
local and regional problems in the Middle East as well as domestic political 
trouble in the United States. But the 1991 U.S.-led intervention to repel the Iraqi 
invasion of Kuwait is generally regarded as both justified and successful, in part 
because it had limited military objectives.



By contrast, the juries are still out on the NATO intervention in Libya and the 
anti–Islamic State intervention in Syria and Iraq, partly because the ultimate 
effects are unknown. Did the Libya intervention violate its humanitarian mandate, 
destabilise the country, and pave the way for jihadism? Or did it spare Libyans a 
vast civilian slaughter akin to what has happened in Syria? Regarding Syria, did 
the United States wisely stay out of a domestic dispute and confine its objectives 
to defeating an international terrorist organization? Or did it undermine 
international norms by ignoring massive brutality and pave the way for enhanced 
Iranian and Russian influence in the region? Even now, is the U.S. decision to 
retain a military presence in eastern Syria indefinitely necessary to prevent a 
dangerous power vacuum, or does it start down a slippery slope toward an 
open-ended intervention lacking achievable objectives?
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The Middle East is the most militarised region in the world. Although numbering 
less than 6 percent of the world’s population and contributing less than 5 
percent of its GDP, it accounted for nearly one-third of the world’s arms imports 
between 2013 and 2017—more than doubling its share compared to the 
previous five-year period.



Saudi Arabia, Egypt, and the United Arab Emirates were three of the four top 
arms importers in the world (with Algeria and Iraq also in the top ten) between 
2013 and 2017. All three have intervened militarily in neighbouring countries 
(Saudi Arabia and the UAE in Yemen, Egypt in Libya) since 2013. Turkey and 
Israel (also a significant exporter) were in the world’s top twenty arms importers, 
while Iran imported much fewer arms (primarily from Russia and China) due to 
international sanctions.



In addition to the economic benefits, advocates of arms exports in democratic 
countries argue that arms sales and security assistance programs can help to 
professionalise developing militaries, and in this way can produce a moderating 
influence on recipient nations. U.S. officials also tout the need to improve allied 
states’ capabilities to enhance the possibility of joint operations with U.S. forces.



The brutality of contemporary Middle Eastern wars suggests that this flood of 
weapons has poured fuel on the fire and made conflicts lengthier as well as 
deadlier.


Analysis:
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First, arms sales to belligerents in a conflict are seldom a decisive factor, but 
rather invite a counteraction by opposing states, thereby feeding civil wars rather 
than extinguishing them. U.S. and European supply to the Saudi-Emirati 
intervention in Yemen has coincided with Iran’s increased support for its Houthi 
partners. The provision of weapons by the United States and several Gulf states 
to Syrian rebels initially helped to tip the balance against the Syrian army. But 
this same support also encouraged Iran to escalate its support, and once it 
became clear that the Obama administration would not take direct military 
action against the Syrian armed forces, Russia seized an opening to intervene 
and defeat those same rebels, thereby decisively changing the contours of the 
conflict.



Even worse, arms provided to militaries in fragile or highly corrupt states can slip 
into the hands of terrorists, militias, and other nonstate actors. Although the 
Houthi rebels have reportedly received Iranian-supplied ballistic missiles, many 
of their ballistic missile stocks are composed of Russian and North Korean 
weapons originally provided to the Yemeni army and seized during Houthi 
advances in 2013 and 2014. A comprehensive survey by Conflict Armament 
Research of 40,000 combat items recovered from Islamic State fighters in Syria 
and Iraq suggests that more than 50 percent of their weapons were originally 
produced by Russia and China (many of them for the Syrian and Iraqi armies), 
and 30 percent originated from Warsaw Pact–era Eastern Europe. Three 
percent of weapons and 13 percent of ammunition were NATO caliber, 
presumably seized from the Iraqi armed forces during the Islamic State’s 
advances in 2014.



In one case, an advanced anti-tank guided weapon was reportedly 
manufactured in Europe, sold to the United States, supplied to a party in Syria, 
and transferred to the Islamic State in Iraq, where it was recovered—all within 
two months of leaving the factory. Unfortunately, the advanced weapons systems 
being sold to authoritarian Arab governments today may be used by insurgent 
fighters in future wars.
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Interoperability has also proved to be something of a mirage. The United States 
and its allies have cooperated in some cases with Arab militaries on common 
goals: the 1991 Gulf War to expel Iraqi forces from Kuwait, the 2011 intervention 
in Libya, and the more recent war against the Islamic State in Iraq and Syria. But 
increasingly, Arab militaries are using weapons, technology, and training 
obtained from the West to conduct interventions not necessarily to the West’s 
liking—such as the Gulf force that crushed a peaceful Bahraini uprising in 2011, 
the ongoing Saudi-Emirati campaign in Yemen, and the ongoing Egyptian-
Emirati intervention on behalf of General Khalifa Haftar in Libya.



While the Middle East has been recognized as an outlier among world regions in 
terms of the frequency and intensity of conflicts for some time, it is time to 
recognize that it is also an outlier in terms of the dearth of regional 
communication channels, dispute resolution mechanisms, and norms for warfare 
as well as a surplus of arms imports. 



There are opportunities for regional states as well as international actors to open 
up channels to resolve current conflicts and, in so doing, perhaps prevent future 
conflicts.



Internal unrest, regional power struggles, and quarrels between neighbouring 
states are likely to endure in this region, which is struggling to find a new 
equilibrium as its decades-old economic models and social contracts lose 
salience. But nothing dictates that these problems translate into large-scale 
armed conflicts that bring about horrific human suffering and the destruction of 
state institutions, as well as spillover into neighbouring regions.
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The United Nations is the major forum for global deliberation on a Middle East 
Nuclear Weapons Free Zone. Many resolutions have been passed. Three stand 
out for their importance framing the issue and global hope.



The first came in 1974, when the United Nations General Assembly approved 
resolution 3236, endorsing the goal of establishing a NWFZ in the Middle East 
following a joint proposal by Egypt and Iran. A second key moment came on 3 
April 1991, when the Security Council adopted United Nations Security Council 
resolution 687. This established the goals and mandate of the international 
community after the 1990-91 Iraq War.



UNSC resolution 687 is important not only because it is international law, but 
even more because it was passed with the outright support of all five Nuclear 
Weapons States; China, France, the United Kingdom, United States and the 
Soviet Union/Russian Federation.



Third and most recently, in 2017, the General Assembly passed a resolution 
reiterating international commitment to see a MENWFZ created. The resolution is 
short, however, without specific details on how the zone is to be created, which 
Member States would be involved, and how the treaty would be verified.

Relevant International Action:
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Pursue accountability: There will inevitably be temptations to do whatever is 
most expedient to end fighting, including guarantees to avoid accountability for 
the parties to the conflicts. But international actors and organisations should 
keep in view the goals of establishing accountability and improved norms to 
mitigate future conflicts and atrocities. In Syria and Yemen, in particular, this 
means supporting efforts to collect and safeguard evidence against perpetrators 
of war crimes. Governments, both in the region and beyond, should refrain from 
normalising relations with the Assad government, which has been particularly 
egregious in perpetrating war crimes.



Track 2: Track 2 diplomacy (which involves backchannel engagement between 
private citizens acting in unofficial capacities) has a long history in the Middle 
East. While the results can be uneven, diplomatic breakthroughs—such as the 
1995 Oslo Accords between the Israelis and Palestinians and the 2015 JCPOA 
between Iran and the P5+1 (China, France, Russia, the UK, and the United 
States, plus Germany)—are often built on extensive experiences of informal 
contacts and unofficial negotiations. Particularly at a moment when the 
prospects for formal diplomacy seem limited, international actors should support 
track 2 efforts across all lines of Middle East conflict to allow influential 
participants to explore alternative futures. Given the rising levels of sectarianism 
and radicalization, more religious leaders and younger participants should also 
be included.



Demand all countries in the region immediately negotiate and sign a MENWFZ: 
After forty-six years of debate, maybe it is time to act. A MENWFZ can be drafted 
without agreement from all regional actors, although it will not be meaningful 
without the participation of key Member States like Iran and Israel. A treaty could 
be drafted and left open for signature, putting pressure on tardy Member States 
to join the regional census. Incentives or pressure might be necessary to help 
accelerate their cooperation.

Possible Solutions:
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participants to explore alternative futures. Given the rising levels of sectarianism 
and radicalization, more religious leaders and younger participants should also 
be included.



Demand all countries in the region immediately negotiate and sign a MENWFZ: 
After forty-six years of debate, maybe it is time to act. A MENWFZ can be drafted 
without agreement from all regional actors, although it will not be meaningful 
without the participation of key Member States like Iran and Israel. A treaty could 
be drafted and left open for signature, putting pressure on tardy Member States 
to join the regional census. Incentives or pressure might be necessary to help 
accelerate their cooperation.
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Arab League: The Member States of the Arab League agree on the need for 
Israel to lead action on regional nuclear disarmament. As the first country in the 
region to go nuclear, Israel has the greatest responsibility to act first, they feel. 
There is increasing division in Arab ranks, though. Gulf Arab states, such as 
Saudi Arabia and the United Arab Emirates, increasingly insist that Iran also be 
part of any framework.



China: China firmly opposes nuclear proliferation in whatever forms and 
participates in the political resolution of regional nuclear proliferation issues in a 
responsible manner. Generally, however, China does not strongly support 
resolutions targeting any one Member State. Rather, it maintains disarmament 
must be pursued globally, starting with the Member States possessing the 
biggest nuclear arsenals, Russia and especially the United States.12 European 
Union (EU): Most, but not all, European Member States advocate a Middle East 
free of weapons of mass destruction and their delivery systems. They also 
maintain that any arrangements must be freely arrived at by all States in the 
region. EU Member States generally support the goal of a MWNWFZ, but want 
to see practical steps that strengthen Iran’s commitment not to develop nuclear 
weapons, above all evidence that Iran will cease development and deployment 
of nuclear-capable ballistic missiles. They also urge Israel to make its nuclear 
program more transparent, allowing the world to better understand its nuclear 
capabilities. European governments advocate a Middle East free of weapons of 
mass destruction and their delivery systems, with arrangements freely arrived at 
by all States in the region.

Bloc Positions:



23

Russian Federation: According to Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov, 
‘Russia

supports the establishment of the zone free of nuclear weapons and other 
weapons of mass destruction and their means of delivery in the Middle East. 
Unfortunately, this particular zone in this particular region has not materialised, 
but we keep on trying.’ Russian also believes that rapid economic growth in the 
Middle East creates a growing need for new sources of civilian electrical power 
generation. Russia maintains that the only realistic alternative to petroleum is 
nuclear energy, which Russia is prepared to meet with sales of civilian nuclear 
power.



The United States plays a crucial role in Middle East nuclear diplomacy. For 
several decades it supported the goal of a MENWFZ, although it generally 
insisted on a regional peace settlement first. Under President Trump, the United 
States continues to support the goal, but now insists that it be pursued only as 
part of a general regional settlement, involving permanent and

intrusively verified commitments by Iran to forswear nuclear weapons. When it 
comes to modalities, America now consistently supports the position of Israel, 
peace first, then consideration of nuclear disbarment. In recent years, only Israel 
and the United States consistently vote against General Assembly support for the 
goal of a MENWFZ.



Non-Aligned Movement (NAM): The 120 Member States of the UN’s largest 
voting bloc, which also includes most Member States of the Arab League and 
Iran, strongly support all efforts to establish regional NWFZs. They generally 
support Palestinian sovereignty and oppose Israel’s control over Palestinian 
territory. The NAM is less unified on issues surrounding Iran. Saudi financial 
support, for example, has drawn many into the anti-Iranian camp.
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Given the number of different issues, actors, interests, and processes at play in 
discussions of a WMD free zone, it is essential to separate issues into their 
component parts to begin to bridge positions and solve the problems that 
separate the parties. The ACRS talks were part of a larger set of bilateral and 
multilateral tracks that were established to simplify and separate the issues. 
Unfortunately, the linkage of the multilateral and bilateral tracks meant that 
implementation of creative and even path-breaking confidence and security 
building measures was held hostage to a breakthrough on Israeli-Palestinian 
talks. The agenda of issues covered in the current initiative should be broad, to 
cover all parties interests, including bilateral political issues if the demand arises; 
however, to avoid wading into known quagmires, the working groups for 
dissecting those issues should be narrowly focused. 



From analysis, it is clear that the Middle East is too volatile and problematic for 
the proposed demilitarised zone to be successfully accomplished in the short 
term. Between stalemate and the maximalist goal of the “all-at-once” model, it is 
nonetheless possible to identify intermediate and realistic approaches whereby 
the process can be broken down into smaller and more manageable steps.



The details of a road map to a demilitarised zone in the Middle East will emerge 
from a process of negotiation. At this stage what is needed is the general 
agreement—yet to be secured—that the destination of a demilitarised zone is a 
desirable one; that all states in the region should enjoy the benefits in peace and 
security;

Conclusion:
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that getting there will be a long and difficult process; and that engaging 
continuously with others to find the way to a demilitarised zone is better than the 
conceivable alternatives. It is impossible to know whether the Middle East will 
soon embark on a more intensive process of finding cooperative solutions to 
regional security problems, eventually establishing a demilitarised zone, or 
whether this effort like others before it will crash on the rocks of mistrust, 
suspicion, and continuing violence. It is clear, however, that if governments of 
the region refuse even to attempt to engage with one another on these difficult 
issues, the likely result will be less security and more proliferation. Beginning a 
process constitutes progress. 

 Opening of Debate



Roll call 



A committee meeting begins with a roll call, without which quorum cannot be 
established. A debate cannot begin without a quorum being established. A 
delegate may change his/her roll call in the next session. For example, if 
Delegate answers the Present in the First session, he can answer Present and 
vote in the next session when the roll call occurs.

During the roll call, the country names are recalled out of alphabetical order, and 
delegates can answer either by saying Present or Present or Present and Voting. 
Following are the ways a roll call can be responded in 

 Present - Delegates can vote Yes, No, or abstain for a Draft Resolution when 
they answer the Roll Call with Present

 Present and Voting - An delegate is required to vote decisively, i.e., Yes/No 
only if they have answered the Roll Call with a Present and Voting. A 
Delegate cannot abstain in this case.

Rules of Procedure
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 Abstention - The Delegate may abstain from voting if they are in doubt, or if 
their country supports some points but opposes others. Abstention can also 
be used if a delegate believes that the passage of the resolution will harm the 
world, even though it is unlikely to be highly specific. A delegate who 
responded with present and voting is not allowed to abstain during a 
substantive vote. An abstention counts as neither “yes” nor  “no vote”,and his 
or her vote is not included in the total vote tally.

In order for the proceedings of a committee to proceed, quorum(also known as 
a minimum number of members) must be set which is one-third of the members 
of the committee must be present. Quorum will be assumed to be established 
unless a delegate’s presence is specifically challenged and shown to be absent 
during the roll call. The Executive Board may suspend committee sessions if a 
quorum is not reached.



Setting The Agenda



In their opening meeting, delegates will have to set the agenda fortheir 
committee. A committee shall decide for the agenda in the following manner

 The Chair will call for any points or motions on the floor, where a delegate 
may propose to set the agenda to a particular topic

 The chair will call on those who are against the motion. In the event of 
opposition, one speech for and one speech against the topic area shall be 
limited to one and a half minutes each.

Quorum
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 The motion will be put to an informal vote by showing placards, a majority of 
51% or more is required to pass. Upon failure, the second topic area is 
automatically set for discussion; if there is no second agenda item, then the 
council moves to an emergency meeting.

After the agenda for the session has been established, a motion israised to open 
the General Speaker’s List or GSL. The GSL is where all types of debates take 
place throughout the conference, and the list remains open throughout the 
duration of the agenda's discussion. If a delegate wishes to speak in the GSL, he 
or she must notify the Executive Board by raising his or her placard when the 
Executive asks for Delegates desiring to speak in the GSL. Each country's name 
will be listed in the order in which it will deliver its speech.

A GSL can have an individual speaker time of anywhere from 60-120 seconds.

Following their GSL speech, a Delegate has the option of yielding his/her time to 
a specific Delegate, Information Points (questions) or to the Executive Board.



Yields



Yield to another Delegate: When a delegate has some time left to speak, and he/
she doesn't wish to utilize it, that delegate may elect to yield the remaining 
speaking time to another delegate.



This can only be done with the prior consent of another delegate (taken either 
verbally or through chits).The delegate who has been granted the other's time 
may use it to make a substantive speech, but cannot further yield it.



General Speaker’s List
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Yield to points of information: Delegates may also choose to yield to points of 
information. An Executive Board member will recognize a certain number of 
delegates who wish to ask questions regarding the agenda or the speech 
presented by the delegate. It is up to the Delegate to answer that question. 
Delegates have the option of answering the question then and there or refusing 
to answer it at the time. Ways of refusal include replying via chit at a later time or 
discussing the topic during an unmoderated caucus.



Yield to the Chair: When a delegate yields to the chair, any remaining time is 
deemed null and the board will move on to the next speaker in GSL. Some 
executive boards may also ask the delegate to answer substantive questions if 
necessary for debate. It usually happens when a country's position is crucial to 
the resolution of a problem.


Motions are the formal term used for when one initiates an action. Motions cover 
a wide variety of things

 Once the floor is open, the Chairs will ask for any points or motions. If you 
wish to bring one to the Floor, this is what you should do

 Raise your placard in a way that the chair can read it
 Wait until the Chair recognizes you
 Stand up and after properly addressing the Chair("Thank you, honourable 

Chair" or something along these lines), state what motion you wish to 
propose

 Chairs will generally repeat the motions and may also ask for clarification. 
Chairs may do this if they do not understand and may also ask for or suggest 
modifications to the motion that they feel might benefit the debate.


Motions
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Every motion is subject to seconds, if not otherwise stated. To pass a motion at 
least one other nation has to second the motion brought forward. A nation 
cannot second its own motion. If there are no seconds, the motion automatically 
fails.



If a motion has a second, the Chair will ask for objections. If no objections are 
raised, the motion will pass without discussion or a procedural vote. In case of 
objections, a procedural vote will be held. The vote on a motion requires a 
simple majority, if not otherwise stated.



While voting upon motions, there are no abstentions. If a vote is required, 
everyone must vote either "Yes" or "No". If there is a draw on any vote, the vote 
will be retaken once.

In case there are multiple motions on the Floor, the vote will be casted by their 
Order of Precedence. If one motion passes, the others will not be voted upon 
anymore. However, they may be reintroduced once the Floor is open again.



During a moderated caucus, there will be no speakers’ list. The moderator will 
call upon speakers in the order in which the signal their desire to speak. If you 
want to bring in a motion for a moderated caucus, you will have to specify the 
duration, a speakers’ time, a moderator, and the purpose of the caucus. This 
motion is subject to seconds and objections but is not debatable.



In an unmoderated caucus, proceedings are not bound by the Rules of 
Procedure. Delegates may move around the room freely and converse with other 
delegates. This is also the time to create blocks, develop ideas, and formulate 
working papers, draft resolutions, and amendments. Remember that you are 
required to stay in your room unless given permission to leave by a Chair.
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When raising a motion to suspend the meeting for an unmoderated caucus, the 
delegate must state the desired duration of the caucus. No topic needs to be 
specified. The Chair shall announce at what time the committee will reconvene. 
This motion is subject to seconds and objections but is not debatable. In case 
there are multiple motions for a caucus on the Floor, the vote will be casted first 
for the caucus with the longest duration.

At the end of the caucus, delegates may ask for an extension which does not 
exceed the original time of the motion.



During the course of debate, the following points are in order:



Point Of Personal Privilege

During the discussion of any matter, a delegate may raise a Point of Personal 
Privilege, and the Chair shall immediately address the point. A Point of Personal 
Privilege must refer to a matter of personal comfort, safety and/or well-being of 
the members of the committee.



Point Of Order

During the discussion of any matter, a delegate may raise a Point of Order and 
the Chair shall consider the request. A Point of Order must relate to the 
observance of the rules of the committee or to the way the Chair is exercising his 
or her power. A delegate raising a Point of Order may not speak on the 
substance of the matter under discussion. The Chair may refuse to recognize a 
Point of Order if the delegate has not shown proper restraint and decorum 
governing the use of such a right, or if the point is dilatory in nature.

Point Of Information (question to other delegates)

After a delegate gives a speech, and if the delegate yields their time to Points of 
Information, one Point of Information (a question) can be raised by delegates 
from the floor. The speaker will be allotted the remainder of his or her speaking 
time to address Points of Information. Points of Information are directed to the 
speaker and allow other delegations to ask questions in relation to speeches and  
resolutions.
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Point Of Information (question to other delegates)

After a delegate gives a speech, and if the delegate yields their time to Points of 
Information, one Point of Information (a question) can be raised by delegates 
from the floor. The speaker will be allotted the remainder of his or her speaking 
time to address Points of Information. Points of Information are directed to the 
speaker and allow other delegations to ask questions in relation to speeches and  
resolutions.



Point Of Parliamentary Inquiry

If there is no discussion on the floor, a delegate may raise a Point of Inquiry to 
request clarification of the present procedural status of a meeting. A Point of 
Inquiry may never interrupt a speaker.



Working paper

These are the committee’s views on a particular sub-topic of the main agenda at 
hand. They provide direction to the committee and indicate the way in which the 
committee is flowing. A working paper has no prescribed format and needs no 
signatories.



Before introduction to the committee, a working paper needs to be approved by 
the Chair. A working paper needs a simple majority to be introduced on the floor 
of the committee and voting can be carried out in an informal way. In case of 
multiple working papers, the Chair has the discretion to decide the order in 
which they are to be put to vote. If a working paper is passed it has to be 
incorporated in the resolution. The voting on a working paper can be done in an 
informal way by a show of placards.
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A resolution before being passed is always referred to as a Draft resolution and is 
prepared in two parts in the following format

 Pre-ambulatory Clauses: 

These are clauses which are an introduction to the resolution or solution and 
often refer to past resolutions, citations of speeches made and references to 
theUN charter. Every pre-ambulatory clause starts with any one of the following 
pre-ambulatory phrases and ends with a comma.



List of Pre-ambulatory Phrases:


Affirming, Alarmed by, Approving, Aware of, Bearing in mind, Believing, 
Confident, Contemplating, Convinced, Declaring, Deeply concerned, 
Deeply conscious, Deeply convinced, Deeply disturbed, Deeply regretting, 
Desiring Emphasising,Expecting, Expressing its appreciation, Expressing its 
satisfaction, Fulfilling, Fully alarmed, Fully aware, Fully believing, Further 
deploring, Further recalling, Guided by, Having adopted, Having 
considered, Having considered further, Having devoted attention, Having 
examined, Having heard, Having received Having studied, Keeping in 
mind, Noting with regret, Noting with deep concern, Noting with 
satisfaction, Noting further, Noting with approval, Observing, Reaffirming, 
Realising, Recalling, Recognizing, Referring, Seeking, Taking into account, 
Taking into consideration, Taking note, Viewing with appreciation, 
Welcoming
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 Operative Clauses:

These are the clauses which contain the actual solution to the agenda or crisis. 
They begin with an operative phrase and end in a semi-colon except for the last 
clause of the resolution which ends in a full stop.



List of Operative Phrases


All amendments need to be written and submitted to the executive board. The 
format for this is authors, signatories and the clause with mentioning the add, 
delete and replace. There are two forms of amendment, which can be raised by 
raising a Motion for amendment and approval of the chair

 FriendlyAmendments: Amendment,which isagreeduponby all the author/’s 
does not require any kind of voting

 NormalAmendments: Amendments that are introduced by any other need 
not be voted upon by the council and are directly incorporated in the 
resolution. You need a simple majority in order to introduce a normal 
amendment.


Accepts, Affirms, Approves, Authorises, Calls, Calls upon, Condemns, 
Confirms, Congratulates, Considers, Declares accordingly, Deplores, 
Designates, Draws the attention, Emphasises, Encourages, Endorses, 
Expresses its appreciation, Expresses its hope, Further invites, Further 
proclaims, Further reminds, Further recommends, Further requests, 
Further resolves, Has resolved, Notes, Proclaims, Reaffirms, 
Recommends,Regrets, Reminds, Requests, Solemnly affirms, Strongly 
condemns, Supports, Takes note of, Transmits, Trusts.

Amendments
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Each member state of the meeting shall have one vote.

This is required only for passing a resolution or a declaration and takes place in 3 
rounds. No observer, members of the press or administration staff are allowed to 
be present during voting. There are 3 rounds of voting:



Round 1: All delegates have an option between choosing
 Ye
 N
 Yes with right
 No withright
 Abstai
 Pass.



Round 2: All delegates that have opted for rights get to justify their positions. 
This round is entered only if there is yes with rights or a no with rights and a 
pass.



Round 3: Delegates have to cast their final vote which cannot change between a 
yes, no and abstain.



A resolution passes if it has a 2/3rd majority: All delegates have an option 
between choosing

 Ye
  N
 Yes withright
 No withright
 Abstai
  Pass.



Voting and types



