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from the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action

Committee: United Nations Security Council

A.Welcome Letter From the Student Officer

Dear Participants,

It is with great pleasure that I welcome you to KMUN’ 21. I am utmostly delightful to be chairing you

all these following 4 days.

To briefly introduce myself, I am Elif Ilgın Özdemir, and a sophomore in Üsküdar American

Academy. I will be serving as the vice president of the United Nations Security Council.

For you to have a good grasp of the agenda, I strongly encourage you all to read the chair reports and

conduct additional research upon the issues. Both me and Teoman will always be with you in case you

have any questions. This year we have two great agenda items, both very conflicted and recent.

Nevertheless, I have no doubt that all of you will put forth some great clauses to tackle both of them.

Please feel free to mail me for any questions you may have from my e-mail address:

eozdemir23@my.uaa.k12.tr

I am looking forward to meet each and every one of you in the conference!

Elif Ilgın Özdemir

B. Introduction to the Committee

The Security Council is one of the six main organs of the United Nations, responsible for both the

maintenance of international peace and security as well as accepting new members to the United

Nations. Its realm of authority does not remain limited with the regulations of the peacekeepers sent

by voluntary member states as is known; the Security Council also owns the capability of the



establishment of international sanctions and military operations that will be mediated through the

resolutions passed in the committee.

United Nations Security Council consists of 15 member states, 5 being permanent seat holders with

veto power (the United States of America, the United Kingdom, the French Republic, the Russian

Federation and the People’s Republic of China.) and ten non-permanent members with no veto power,

selected every two years and from different regions as to ensure the representation of all geographical

regions in the decision-making process.

C. Introduction to the Agenda Item

Following the Iranian Revolution of 1979, Iran and the United States shared implacable tensions that,

by the time, led into permanent segregation of relations and, later on, a chaotic hatred, which even

brought the nations to the brink of a confrontation for many times. While the reasons have clear

diversities from each other, it can be clarified that both nations are grappling with putting their sphere

of influence to the Middle East to either gain control of the significant energy resources there or

become the leading power of Islam and therefore, be able to protect all the people following their

religious practices without any foreign involvement. According to Iran, the involvement of the US

into the affairs of the Middle East would bring nothing but deaths of the civilians for nothing, while

the US claims their presence in the area is vital for the installation and assurance of western-style

democracies of the MENA region. So, the two states directly entered a diplomatic standoff with the

establishment of the Islamic Republic of Iran via the Iran Hostage Crisis, with both sides believing

their rightfulness to the case and their significance for the fate of the region as a whole. While this

hostility lends itself to a series of proxy warfare, the region suffered significantly from the nuclear

crisis, economic sanctions, and civilian casualties consisting of more than hundreds. Although Biden’s

inauguration in the United States brought about a hope wave that eventually the hostility between two

states would end and maybe JCPOA (Joint Comprehensive Plan Of Action), which Trump in 2018

quitted one-sidedly, would be reinstalled. However, since both sides expect the first step from the

other one, it is highly unlikely that Iran and the US will manage to solve the issue themselves. Yet, a

compromise between two nations is so urgent in order to prevent further harm to civilians in the area

while allowing the region to prosper again. Therefore, it is the duty of the UNSC to find a persistent

and sustainable way to end the conflict in the region regarding the nuclear resurgence of Iran and the

sanctions imposed by the United States.



D. Key Terms

Revolution: A forced-overthrow of a government or ideology by the will of people in favor of a new

system.

Nuclear Weapon: Devices designate to release enormous energy as an explosive through either

nuclear fission or nuclear fusion, significantly affecting the place, the environment, and the species

living around it for more than decades.

Uranium Enrichment: Increasing the concentration of the uranium-235 in natural uranium via

isotope separation. Concentrated uranium-235 isotope is vital for the production of nuclear weapons.

Diplomatic Hostility: The setback of the relations between states on conducting negotiations. It may

either be concluded with a military confrontation or reciprocal ending of diplomatic missions.

Sanction: Measures taken by countries to threaten each other by restricting trade and official contact

as a result of disobeying laws or codes.

Human Rights Abusement: A violation of the fundamental rights of the people, as stated in the

Human Rights Geneva Convention.

Terrorism: Despite changing variously from state to state, the United States defines terrorism as “The

use of violence or the threat of violence in the pursuit of political, religious, ideological or social

objectives.”

Islamic Republic: It means having a government under republic policies and adopting Sharia law as

the constitution.

Civilian: A person that does not have any affiliation with neither police nor armed forces.

Coup d’etat: Overthrow of a government through its own military forces.



Sunni: It is the largest branch of Islam, with approximately 90 percent of the Muslims following it.

The word “Sunni” comes from the behaviours of Prophet Muhammad. In Sunni Islam, people believe

that Abu Bakr was the legitimate caliph after the death of Muhammad, as he was selected by an

election.

Shia: It is the second largest branch of Islam, with almost 8 to 9 percent of the Muslims following it.

The word “Shia” literally means “followers of Ali.” According to them, as the Prophet chose Ali to be

his successor during Ghadir Khumm, the first caliph should have been Ali, which created a small

rivalry that was ignited by the Battle of Karbala.

Sect-sectarianism: Sect is a sub-group or sub-division of religious, political, or ethnical groups;

while sectarianism means hatred and discrimination among sub-divisions of a group, religion,

ethnicity or ideology.

Rebellion: Conflict of armed resistance to the current leader of a state.

Theocracy: System or policy of a government that adopts statements of their religion.

Proxy Conflict: A conflict between parties that do not lead to a direct battle but interferences on other

conflicts to increase their influences and, therefore, gain the upper hand against others.

E. General Overview

To be able to cover the decades-long hostility between Iran and the US fully, it is more than essential

to examine the history of modern Iran, starting with the Pahlavi Dynasty. The Pahlavi Dynasty

asserted its power in Iran following a coup d’etat in February of 1921, aiming to overthrow the

old-fashioned Qajar Regime and establish a reformist government that would bring Iran to a stable

and secure nation technologically advanced and culturally unified enough to prevent any further

Western pressure. Under the rule of Reza Khan, known at the time as Reza Shah Pahlavi, Iran saw a

massive reformation and modernization act, close to one of his bordering states, Turkey. During his

sixteen years of rule, large infrastructure projects such as Trans-Iranian Railroad were built and the

first Iranian university, the University of Tehran was established. European-style education was

sponsored by the government while roads per mile were rapidly increased from 2.000 to 14.000 and



modern industrial sites were raised to 17. By the beginning of the 1940s, it can be globally accepted

that Iran was, indeed, a westernized and secular country. On the other hand, Iran would once again be

humiliated throughout the Second World War, when the Allies and the Comintern decided to annex

Northern and Southern Iran to protect oil fields there in case of a surprise Iranian participation in the

war under the side of the Axis. In addition, Reza Shah Pahlavi was forced to abdicate the country to

his son, Mohammad Reza Shah Pahlavi. Soviet and British-held territories were retained and used

some oil reserves for their benefits and granted some of them to British trade companies until 1946, in

which Iran gained full control over its territories once more. Parliament was re-established, however,

Shah was having absolute power over the Prime Ministers and the parliament till 1951. There was no

foreign occupation in these years, nevertheless, UK-led trade companies that continued to exist after

WW2 were a major factor for the slow development of Iranians. And new-elected Prime Minister,

Mohammad Mossadeq had planned over this issue. During his time, social equality was mostly

assured with the unemployment rate reduced and peasants and workers gaining more rights. However,

his most- known reformation was about the nationalization of the oil fields in Iran from British-led

trade companies. In his speech of nationalization policy on 21 June 1951, he stated, “Our long years

of negotiations with foreign countries have yielded no results thus far. With the oil revenues, we could

meet our entire budget and combat poverty, disease, and backwardness among our people. Another

important consideration is that by the elimination of the power of the British company, we would also

eliminate corruption and intrigue, by means of which the internal affairs of our country have been

influenced.” They were nationalized, but a weak reputation on the diplomacy of Iran resulted in heavy

sanctions and a global boycott of British major oil companies, and thus the UK itself. This action

made Mossadeq wildly popular in Iran, from nationalists to communists and Shi’ite Muslim groups.

Till this period of the time, Iran had little to no diplomatic relations with the US. Even in some cases,

the US took the role of a mediator between significant diplomatic talks between Iran and the UK. As a

result, Iran was sympathetic to the White House, as it was slowly getting the superpower status from

Britain. Difference between the UK and the US was that the US  was a more isolationist country that

was so slightly intervening in the affairs of the other governments compared to the UK. However, the

government of Mossadeq and his successful attempts to nationalize the oil fields of British trade

companies would lead off to the current hateful and retaliatory stance of Iran towards the US

nowadays. The UK, getting outraged on the loss of its biggest and the most significant oil fields,

blockaded the Strait of Hormuz with the Royal Navy and requested execution of a coup d’etat in Iran

aiming to overthrow Mossadeq’s government from the US. The United States, actively opposing that

idea at first despite British enthusiasm, got obliged to execute the plan, realizing the fact that the

Tudeh Party, the communist party of Iran, was getting more and more support while even succeeding

in infiltrating the military. Due to the severe British sanctions and blockade of Iran’s only way to the

international waters, supporters of Mossadeq started slipping into the communist side. In contrast, his



Ministers started backing the coup d’etat as Mossadeq did not turn the state into a religious one after

having an iron stance against the Western powers. All of the topics combined, the United States had

nothing to do but to execute the coup and assert the power of the previous Shah once again, believing

that it was the only way of ensuring political stability in the country without any communist influence.

Therefore, the CIA and British MI6 conducted the coup between 15-19 August 1953, and a

pro-western anti-Communist Iranian regime was established under Mohammad Reza Pahlavi.

Reign of the Last Shah and the Iranian Revolution

At first, it shall be noted that throughout Mohammad Reza Pahlavi’s 26 years of reign, the US and

Iran had one of the best diplomatic and political relationships that none of the powers in the region

enjoyed. The US, apprehending the importance of Iran in the Cold War as a border country of the

USSR, which could easily gain control over the entire Middle East in case of a communist power in

the nation, heavily invested in Iran and paid a great attention to the insurance of political stability,

letting the Shah be able to enact his plans over the country easily. As a Persian enthusiast, he crowned

himself under the title of Shahanshah (King of kings) and proclaimed himself as the successor of the

2.500 years old Persian monarchy. Besides, he continued his father’s legacy and launched” White

Reformation” in 1963, which eliminated illiteracy, caused extension of women’s rights on the means

of voting, and additionally consisted of a series of agricultural reforms. Further, under his rule,

SAVAK (Organization of National Intelligence and Security of the Nation), the domestic intelligence

agency was formed to counter any possible leftist, nationalist or Islamic riots or organizations,

concluding with widespread discontent on all ideologies. Iran, now having more significant

diplomatic relations with western countries, sought the help of Israeli MOSSAD and the American

CIA in the running of the organization. These reforms, with the continuation of bringing and imposing

Persian legacy such as replacing the Islamic calendar with the Imperial calendar, which was used by

Persia during 500 BC, was exceedingly controversial for Shia Muslim groups as these Persian reforms

would have one purpose, which was to decrease the influence of Islam in the country.

The problem, however, would begin appearing when the US undermined the Iranian discontent,

specifically the unrest of the extremist Islamic groups towards the regime, believing that the

modernization acts of the Shah would be able to bring them together under the support of the

government. On the other hand, opposition to the government rapidly increased among the Iranians,

which believed the Shah was nothing but a puppet of the US, aiming to finish God’s divine will on

Iran by taking measures to decrease Islamic policies. Among the dissenters of the government, one

figure would arise, which would later be the symbol of the Islamic Revolution and enforce the roots of

the current relations between Iran and the US. Being a Shi’ite politician, philosopher, and religious

leader, Ayatollah Khomeini was sent to exile in 1963 while opposing the White Revolution. During

his exile, his statements and calls for a “true democracy” where the Government of Iran would receive



people from every opinion made him wildly popular among the citizens. In an atmosphere of this

such, an article under the title of “Iran and Red and Black Colonization” was published in a national

newspaper, denouncing Khomeini, as a British spy, was trying to cause a mess in Iran, and thus,

starting the Iranian Revolution on 7 January 1978. It was led by people of any opinion that wanted

non-Islamic monarchies overthrown and creation of a republic at all. These protests, starting at

religiously essential cities such as Qom, quickly spread throughout the country and soon affected the

Shah’s government negatively. Police forces were not educated to break any demonstrations and they

did not even have any rubber bullets and pepper gas. Therefore the Imperial Army of Iran was sent to

the demonstrated areas, causing many civilian deaths due to the harsh attitude of the military and

government. In contrast, this attitude would only cost more riots and rebellions across all cities of

Iran. All the western structures such as cinemas and state-sponsored banks were being burned by the

people that could not handle the liberal policies of the Shah. Mohammad Reza Shah, fearing for an

end of his rule, announced new policies to reduce liberalist stance and his despotic and authoritarian

rule by appointing various prime ministers from the opposition, restricting his authorization in politics

and military, bringing transparency to the Royal Family of Iran, releasing political prisoners and

increasing freedom of expression. Even the Imperial Calendar was abolished to gain more attention to

Islamists. And they worked. In summer 1978, the protests had stagnated and even the CIA had stated

the revolution was over, which is known as one of the most significant surprises faced during the Cold

War. Conversely, Shah decided for a continuation of liberalism in Iran, triggering the revolution, once

and for all. Even the Shah announced every party was able to participate in the next elections, and his

powers would be decreased on a grander scale. He could not resist hundreds of thousands of people

shouting his resignation from almost all the cities of Iran except Tehran, where there were fewer

demonstrations. Additionally, Ayatollah Khomeini, who was transported from Iraq to France for

greater communication sources, was indicating that these were the last stands of the Shah and they

were about to win the revolution. His books and fatwas to the Iranian public were in favour of true

democracy, however, he never stated his beliefs on the establishment of the Islamic Republic under

theology in order not to dissolve relations with secular Iranians. The Shah was aware of this and

possible threats Khomeini would pose upon Iran, as a consequence, after being sure that he had had

no choice but to resign from his position, he appointed Shahpour Bakhtiar, another major National

Front figure that knew Khomeini would be creating a country with hard-religious rule, as prime

minister of Iran, who would be the last of all. Bakhtiar had an agreement with the Shah, in which Shah

agreed to  go out of his country for six months, and Bakhtiar, three months after Shah’s departure,

would open up an election on whether the country should continue with a monarch or a republic

should be established. With this plan, the inconvenient rule of Khomeini was thought to be prevented.

In contrast, the plan did not go well. When the Shah announced his departure for a holiday and fled

from his country, millions were out on the streets, declaring their victory with a triumph and

demanding the return of Khomeini to Iran. It was right at this moment that pro- Khomeini rebels were



calling for the Islamic Republic publicly. The government was not able to have a chance of replying to

this negatively as millions were threatening the government for the return of Khomeini. Hence, his

exile was lifted, and he was invited to Iran. When he came to his country, he was going to unite all the

rebel groups across almost all the cities and, with the surrender of Tehran, proclaim the new Islamic

Republic of Iran as the First Supreme Leader following a referendum in which 98.2 percent of the

nation would vote in favour. With the addition of adoption of theocracy in the following years, Iran

was about to have the harshest years; it could not even imagine.

Deterioration of the Relations Between Iran and the US

The Iranian Revolution was more than surprising to the US, with a particular example that the CIA,

six months before the outbreak of the revolution, came up with a report, stating that “Iran is not in a

revolutionary or even a ‘pre-revolutionary’ situation.”. In any case, they continued underestimating

the situation by believing that good diplomatic relations with Khomeini, who called them “Great

Satan,” could still be assured. Therefore, they did not allow Shah’s request to enter the US due to his

deteriorating health and sent their National Security Adviser Zbigniew Brzezinski for assistance on

the rebuilding of the nation. However, sometime later, President Carter allowed the Shah’s entrance

into the nation as it was about his healthcare, not about politics or laws at all. This incident, on the

other hand, increased the justifications of the Iranian popular thought of the Shah being a puppet of

the US, and led to the storming of the radical Islamic students to the US Embassy in Iran on 4

November 1979, taking the US diplomats hostage. This crisis is considered as the beginning of the

venomous relations between the states. The United States, in retaliation for the Iran Hostage Crisis,

enforced Executive Order 12170, freezing $12 billion Iranian assets in American Banks, most of

which still remain frozen today, and attempted a rescue operation using the military. Codenamed as

Operation Eagle Claw, the United States failed the mission, and 8 servicemen were killed as a result

of an accident, putting a tremendous public humiliation on a global scale to the strongest army in the

world. Iran would be using this failed operation as “God’s will on the people trying to put an end to

the rightfulness,” gaining more popularity for the hostile approach to the US, which people saw as

their greatest enemy wishing to exterminate the Iranian sovereignty and independence. Also,

Khomeini was ambitious in “spreading the revolution” to the whole Middle East, believing that peace

in the Middle East could be resolved only with a Shia Order covering all the region. Therefore, the

elite Quds Force was established under the authorization of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps,

adopting extraterritorial operations where they support, mostly Shia, non-state actors by organizing

them into a more effective guerrilla force while recruiting the local people there. One of the most

influential non-state actors in the region, Hezbollah, gained strength this way, establishing a state

within a state in Lebanon and adopting strict anti-Americanist and anti-Zionist policies that involved

suicidal attacks and bombardments to the American and Israeli military bases operating near the area.

Hundreds of American soldiers died or taken captive throughout their attacks in the 1980s, with Iran



diverting more and more of its budget to Hezbollah each year. In return, the US, adding Iran to its list

of state sponsors of terrorism, imposed first commercial sanctions to Iran under Reagan

Administration and backed Iraq in Iran-Iraq War by authorizing the sale of biological viruses and

chemical weapons and improving diplomatic relations with Saddam Hussein with the share of military

intelligence. It is commonly accepted in the US as they were more neutral throughout the war by

exercising the same amount of bits of help to both sides. Nevertheless, the withdrawn and failed

Iran-Contra Affair, an American attempt to increase relations with Iran by selling military equipment

to them in exchange of the handing over of the hostages under captives of Hezbollah in their attacks to

the US bases, commercial sanctions on Iran and American Operations of Praying Mantis and Earnest

Will, aiming to decrease the influence of Iran in the Straits of Hormuz while protecting any tankers of

Kuwait against Iranian attacks, shows that the US was more against to the Iranian government than

the Iraqi Baathist government under the rule of Saddam Hussein. From the end of the Iran-Iraq War,

relations between the states stagnated for more than a decade, with few incidents occurring without

any significant retaliation. In any case, the US would impose further extended sanctions on Iran under

the Clinton Administration with the name of Iran and Libya Sanctions Act, as a result of the rising

Iranian nuclear program and their support to paramilitaries organizations in the Middle East, which

the US considered as terrorist organizations. This stagnation would last till the beginning of the 21st

century when Iran would take considerable steps on its nuclear enrichment project.

September 11 Attacks and Iran’s Nuclear Program

Initially, the Iranian Nuclear Program started in the 1960s, as a result of Eisenhower’s Atoms for

Peace Program and the resulting declaration of cooperation between the Imperial State of Iran and the

US in the peaceful usage of atomic energy. United States and the international nuclear powers

supported Iran for the next two decades by granting research reactors heavily fueled by enriched

uranium and sending nuclear scientists for inspections and planning of the construction of nuclear

reactors, while Iran, maintaining its massive interest over the issue, invested more than $2 billion for

the establishment of Atomic Energy Organization of Iran (AEOI) and purchase of critical materials

for nuclear development such as uranium yellowcake and heavy water. Shah also sent Iranian

technicians to the nuclear countries, aiming to maintain both capacity and intelligence enough to

ensure the nuclear development of Iran. According to him, petroleum was transient; consequently, the

Iranian people should have used the advantages of the oil and its economic benefits on Iran to

preserve their growth in energy and their status as a regional power. In this way, he declared the

construction of 23 nuclear power plants and the development of a full nuclear fuel cycle till 1994,

making Iran the most ambitious country on atomic energy in the world at the time. On the other hand,

the Islamic Revolution and Shah’s departure from Iran quickly militated a suspension to these efforts.

Newly elected theocratic state would at first oppose nuclear energy, but witnessing Iran-Iraq War and

the enthusiasm of the US in the affairs of Persian Gulf Region, it was decided that nuclear energy and



the resulting access to the nuclear weapons was more than vital for the Iranian interests of a free

sovereign nation and a revolution spreader. At any scale, the Islamic Republic could not concentrate

on the intelligence of their nuclear technicians anymore, since most of them fled the country with the

outbreak of the revolution. For this reason, events on the Iranian nuclear program stagnated for a time

of two decades, with Iran confidentially entering into agreements with nations such as Russia and

Pakistan for intelligence sharing projects and assistance on the establishment of Iran’s nuclear

reactors, only to emerge in the early 2000s as a global threat to the humanity.

As for politics, Iran and the US enjoyed the lowest tensions in the last decade of the 20th century

since the outbreak of the Revolution. There was still an open hostility between the nations. However,

it did not show itself in any military confrontation but economic and diplomatic sanctions, specifically

under the Iran Libya Sanctions Act of 1996.

It was right at these times that the terrorist activities in the region, specifically in Afghanistan,

began with a broad scale, even being stronger than the nation itself. Known as al-Qaeda, it contained

massive Islamic extremists and Salafist jihadists that aimed to bring “an end to the continuing

imperialist rule in the world under the name of God.” To achieve that aim, they insidiously attacked

the Western countries, particularly the US, without tending to civilians. One of these occasions, and

the last straw to break the camel’s back, was the coordinated attacks of four hijacked US air carriers to

World Trade Center, the South Tower, the Pentagon, and despite not succeeding, the White House,

killing nearly three thousand people. To be known as the September 11 Attacks, it led to the

declaration of War of Terror by the US, promising the total destruction of the terrorist organizations

globally. As all the terrorist organizations actively engaging suicidal attacks on an international scale

were contained in the Middle East, Pakistan, and Afghanistan, it led to the rapidly increasing role of

the US in the politics of that region. Just in two years, the US declared war on Afghanistan as the

source of terrorism, and Iraq, declaring it was a rogue state that had to be seized more than quick. The

US aim with these invasions was to bring balance and stability to the region once again, which

brought more instability with new terrorist insurgencies and civil wars all across the region,

continuing up to now.

Surprisingly, the Iranian response to 9/11 was rather positive. Iran’s conservative president of the

time, Mohammad Khatami expressed Iranian opinion on the disaster as” Iran fully understands the

feelings of the Americans about the terrorist attacks in New York and Washington on September 11.

Nations should not be punished in place of terrorists.”. Even the Iranian people showed sympathy to

the American people, lighting candles in front of the Swiss Embassy in Tehran, serving as the

protecting power of the US. At the same time, “Death to America” chants were stopped in the Friday

prayers. This event, indeed, could be used to the advantage of the US on his policy towards Iran since

their stance against the US significantly changed from a total hatred to a “victim country.” Iran even

sought to help the White House on its fight against terrorism with intelligence sharing and even taking

military action together.



In contrast, President Bush and his administration could not exploit these requests into better

relations with the Islamic Republic, instead calling them “a threat to the US and the whole world that

must be destroyed for the enforcement of peace in the region” in the speech “Axis of Evil.” It caused a

huge outrage to the Iranians, ending any possible termination of hostilities between the two. It shall be

noted that from this period, the US gave a premier focus to the MENA region and sought to assert his

dominance here with either direct interference or with the help of Saudi Arabia, Iran’s only competent

rival in the zone.

As for the nuclear program of Iran, the first decade of the 20th century would last harshly for these

efforts. In 2002, the National Council of Resistance on Iran, the political wing of the Iranian terrorist

organization “Mujahideen-e Khalq” declared that Iran built two unknown nuclear facilities in Natanz

and Arak. This declaration brought global attention to Iran once more, with the US performing drone

surveillance to determine the stage of Iran in the process of being able to produce nuclear weapons,

and the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Despite indicating that these nuclear activities

were just for peaceful purposes and Iran was not in any action of producing nuclear weapons, the

Islamic Republic agreed to stop all the enrichment activities. With an additional agreement between

the two sides, Iran granted the IAEA broader rights of access to their nuclear facilities while

promising to declare all changes in its nuclear program to the public. As a result, the IAEA launched

an exacting inspection of all the Iranian nuclear-related structures in 2003. By the midst of 2004, the

IAEA expressed the results, in which Iran had no endeavor on the production of nuclear weapons;

however, it did not comply with the Non-Proliferation Treaty in most senses. Fearing international

pressure, Iran notified them that they would be stopping all those activities as well, reaching into a

declaration with the EU3 to prevent the IAEA from bringing the case to the UN Security Council.

Tensions decreased for nearly two years, with Iran complying with the rules set forward by the IAEA.

Whereas, the newly elected president of Iran, Mahmoud Ahmedinejad, accused the former president

and the Iranian negotiators of treason in 2006 due to agreeing to harsh regulations which prevented

the development of Iran. He notified the IAEA that Iran would continue uranium enrichment projects

without abiding by any rules, encouraging the IAEA to yield the case to the UNSC. Iran continued its

claims on the basis that these nuclear facilities did not carry any effort on making nuclear weapons,

but just for civil purposes. On December 23rd, 2006, the UNSC adopted Resolution 1737, imposing

sanctions on Iran for the first time.

The first sanctions only covered prohibitions on Iran’s nuclear activities and its essential materials

needed to be imported, on the other hand, it was soon followed with general commercial and arms

embargo by nearly all the nations respectively. Iran’s economy started crippling rapidly. However,

they did not back down, getting into a level in CIA reports of the late 2000s as ‘convenient to the

production of nuclear weapons.’ They had one condition to suspend the project: Suspension of all

economic and commercial embargos on Iran as well, which was mainly getting objected by the United

States, United Kingdom, and France, believing the fact that lifting sanctions in an earlier stage would



not be a good idea and serve the vital interests of Iran rather than theirs. The inflated tensions

continued in that manner throughout the years covering the early 2010s, only to be reduced by the

newly elected Hassan Rouhani, as the President of Iran in 2013, choosing a more moderate way in

international relations, inauguration of Barack Obama and the change of the US policy across the

Middle East in a more amicable way.

Rapidly, Rouhani called P5+1 countries to serious negotiations to resume their compliance to the

NPT, concluding with the signing of the Joint Plan of Action, a temporary agreement for Iran to start

freezing their nuclear facilities while the economic sanctions decrease in the same proportion. As

stated, this agreement lacked any detailed clauses that can on any point, solve the issue. Therefore,

Iran and P5+1 countries debated the possible clauses that needed to be added to the formal and

persistent agreement, henceforth being named as Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (JCPOA) or

Iran Nuclear Deal informally. The stated deal was adopted on 18 October 2015, when all the

submissive clauses have been debated and accepted by all nations. In substance, the JCPOA

agreement had subsequent provisions as follows:

- A joint commission as an organ of IAEA would be established to inspect the Iranian nuclear

facilities with extended rights of access, to be able to be certain of Iran’s compliance with the

agreement

- Iran would be able to continue its research on nuclear enrichment, with two conditions that

Iran could only use the nuclear facility in Natanz in these projects while being under the

superintendence of IAEA.

- P5+1 countries would help Iran finish the construction of the Arak nuclear plutonium facility

while being sure afterward that Iran would be using this facility and plutonium storage for

civilian purposes.

- All UN sanctions and nuclear-related sanctions from the EU and the US would be lifted, with

a particular emphasis that the US would keep the sanctions as a result of human rights abuses

and their support on terrorism. The durability of the agreement by the Iranian government for

8-10 years would be concluded by the lifting of all the commercial sanctions against Iran and

sanctions on Iranian companies, individuals, and organizations such as the Islamic

Revolutionary Guard. Additionally, Iran would immediately get $100 billion worth assets of

their own that had been frozen in overseas banks.

- The EU and the UN would not impose any further sanctions under Iran’s compliance with the

agreement.

- If Iran stopped abiding the deal and resume uranium enrichment project unattached to the

IAEA, the Joint Commission would enter the issue, inspecting

Iran’s nuclear facilities with all rights granted to them. If the matter is also agreed by the commission,

the case would be yielded to the UNSC. The council, at that point, could instantly reimpose the



sanctions with a specific emphasis that none of the P5 members had the right to veto the reimposition

of sanctions. The new sanctions could be imposed as well, with the P5 having the right to veto freely.

The agreement completely diminished any Iranian goal of acquiring nuclear weapons, on the other

hand, their economy, after more than 8 years of harsh periods, started relieving as a result of the lifting

of sanctions. This brought them an excellent initiative, as they were able to focus more on “spreading

the revolution” to every inch of the Middle East, which was now more unstable than ever, with

various civil wars and separatist movements.

Formation of the Axis of Resistance, Trump Administration and the Persian Gulf Crisis

Starting in Tunisia on 17 December 2010, Arab Spring was a series of demonstrations, rebellions,

and armed-conflicts triggered by low standards of living and monarchist governments’ grave pressure

on the people. Aiming to change the regime into a republic or leave it to the hands of more moderate

rulers, this event has spread through almost all of the Middle East instantly, changing the balance of

power totally. Tunisia, Egypt, Libya, Yemen, Bahrain, and Syria faced serious deterioration in means

of stability at these periods, with the demonstrations getting out of control. Tunisia and Bahrain,

understanding their despair on the issue, tried resolving the issue peacefully before bringing it into a

military conflict. However, the others resisted, escalating the tensions into a series of coup d’etat,

government changes, and civil wars. It, in any case, was an excellent opportunity for both, Iran to

spread its revolutionary ideas, and Saudi Arabia to assert its dominance in the entire peninsula as the

protecting nation of the Muslim faith and religion. The difference of their sects (Saudi Arabia

following the Sunni sect while Iran following Shia sect) resulted in both sides supporting the groups

or organization following their sect, leaving the region into a playground of proxy warfare between

the two states. Additionally, terrorist groups, getting the advantage of the power vacuum in the area,

expanded their territories vastly, justifying the US to intervene in the civil wars. Iran was notably

successful in the region on the means of influence. They were able to install a pro-Iranian regime in

Iraq, support Bashar al-Assad and the government forces in Syria to be the dominant side in their civil

war once more, and highly assist the Yemeni Houthi Rebels in taking the capital of Yemen, Sana’a.

None of those mentioned above states completely regain their stability over all their sovereignty.

However, they formed, alongside the Hezbollah movement in Lebanon, the Axis of Resistance

together, allying with each other on ceasing the existence of any NATO, Israeli or Saudi presence by

all means. On the other hand, the US increased the number of its troops in the region massively and

increased relations with Saudi Arabia by selling substantial military armaments over time to put an

end to the terrorist activities. Additionally, Saudi Arabia openly supported the opponents of Iranian

client groups with the assistance he got from the US.

When the Trump administration began in the US, the situation seemed as stated. Having an

aggressive personality in foreign policies, Trump aimed to break the strength of Iran with the old



ways: Imposing sanctions more than ever. Firstly, he withdrew from JCPOA by believing that it was

the worst deal in history and should be restored in a better way that will not lead to a nuclear war,

although Iran was completely abiding by the rules of the agreement. Despite receiving various

criticisms globally, even from the UN itself, he did not return to the agreement, imposed the pre-deal

sanctions on Iran, and designated Islamic Revolutionary Guards as a terrorist organization

immediately. This event increased the tensions between the two nations once again, giving Iran a

casus belli to be more hostile in the region as they did nothing wrong in the agreement. His economy

was badly damaged due to the US sanctions, with the oil prices going to their lowest degrees and

Iranian Rial entering into a devaluation. These events, on any point, were enough for the Islamic

Republic. Iran, in consequence, aimed to increase his dominance in the Straits of Hormuz, by

allegedly targeting Saudi oil tankers. Just before the events, the US sent a carrier strike group to the

region to prevent any activities of Iran from patrolling and interfering with the unbiased merchant

ships. In retaliation, Iran shot-down a US drone, claiming that Iran was ready for a war if the US

wanted it so. This escalated the tensions into a level of direct confrontation. Nevertheless, Trump,

leaving any potentiality of military confrontation, continued increasing sanctions against Iran

massively, believing a great economic recession in the country would lead to a counter-revolution and

proclaiming of a secular, neutral republic. Besides, receiving news that Iran’s patrolling activities in

the Persian Gulf were significantly worsening any trade opportunities in the region, established

Operation Sentinel, later renamed to International Maritime Security Construct (IMSC), which aimed

to maintain the security of the trade ships passing in the Persian Gulf. Meanwhile, the Axis of

Resistance continued attacks on US military bases and Saudi oil fields, forcing them to leave the

region. The US retaliated these attacks by diverting more military power in the Middle East and by

attacking Kata’ib Hizbollah, the Iraqi branch of Hezbollah, attached to the Shia paramilitaries groups

in the region, facilities in Iraq by airstrikes, putting a casualty of 80 Syrian and Iraqi militia. In

response, Kata’ib Hizbollah and its supporters organized an attack on the American Embassy in

Baghdad, instigating a fire on the building and ransacking everything they saw. Meaning as an attack

on the soil and sovereignty of the US, the Trump Administration called that Iran was behind the

attack, and therefore, they would be held responsible for their actions. Only three days after that

indication, the US organized a drone strike in Baghdad Airport, killing Iranian Major General in the

Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps, Qasem Soleimani, along with other IRGC and Iraqi

paramilitaries militiamen. As a national hero among many Iranians with his great efforts on the fight

against imperialism, Qasem Soleimani was the highest-ranked soldier in the Iranian Army and the

commander of the elite Quds Force, helping it obtain various missions across the Arabian Peninsula

by recruiting Shia people and joining their cause against Sunni governments or paramilitaries. His

death was the most surprising blow to both the Iranian government and global vision, none of which

believed that the tensions would advance into that grade. Iran could even be using this event as an act

of war against the US, even though Trump and his administration just indicated he was a typical



terrorist preparing an attack on US facilities in Iraq. International pressure arose directly, fearing a

military confrontation between the two sides could even be concluded with a full-scale world war

with Russia or China’s intervention. Trump, however, continued threatening Iran that any Iranian

retaliation would be concluded with firing of 52 various missiles to the Iranian cultural sites “really

fast and really hard”. Iran, only two days after the killing of Soleimani, announced that they would be

withdrawing from the Iran Nuclear Deal as well, stating that it was pointless to be affiliated to it with

the increased tensions and extended US sanctions. Additionally, they stated they would return

complying to the deal if the other P5+1 powers would convince the US to negotiate in the JCPOA.

The EU criticized it and demanded Iran return to the agreement; however, it could not take many

actions, knowing the fact that it was the mistake of the US more than Iran’s. Furthermore, Iran

declared the beginning of Operation Martyr Soleimani and struck missiles at US troops residing in Al

Asad and Erbil Airbases, resulting in no casualties. The US, in return, declared more sanctions on Iran

to deteriorate its economy further.

Current Situation

Currently, even though the political stance of the White House has drastically altered with Joe Biden

rising into power, there hasn’t been any significant change in the hostility between Iran and the US,

since each side insists that the other should resume its own requirements in JCPOA first and therefore,

puts a setback in front of a final compromise and relief of the political standoffs. In spite of the

inaction and reluctance both states showed in resolving the ongoing turmoil, other parties which took

part in the creation of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action (Russia, China, France, Germany and

the UK) gathered in Vienna in April with representatives from the United States and the Islamic

Republic in the pursuit of finalizing the diplomatic hostility between the sides. The main objective is

to lead the US and Iran to a return to the agreement by convincing Iran to halt the uranium enrichment

process in their nuclear facilities and the United States to lift the sanctions they imposed due to the

nuclear activities of the Islamic Republic. The fundamental complication here is the uncertainty of

who should take the first step and prove its trustworthiness. The meeting continues even after an

alleged sabotage by Israel to Iran’s Natanz nuclear facility, which brought about an explosion. As a

retaliation, Iranian parliament decided on increasing their uranium enrichment to an unprecedented

concentration of 60 percent, thus creating a major apprehension in the political scene. Britain, France

and Germany have expressed "grave concern" over the most recent enrichment move, while also

rejecting "all escalatory measures by any actor". Yet, Israel has neither confirmed nor denied

involvement in such an explosion so far, but public radio reports in the country said it was a sabotage

operation by the Mossad spy agency, citing unnamed intelligence sources. For now, even if the US

and Iran reach a new and better compromise or comply with JCPOA, the rivalry coming from the

1953 coup d’etat seems to persist in a different shape. In other words, the issue between the White



House and the Islamic Republic isn’t solely the nuclear resurgence and sanctions imposed by the

United States. The real obstacle which prevents two nations from reaching an ultimate agreement and

peace is the conflict of power and interest in the Middle East. For Islamic Republic, these conflict

skirmishes are vital to spread their ideology over the region and for the States, it is necessary to obtain

the oil fields there. Despite the difference in the reasons, the ultimate goal is the same for both sides:

To enjoy the control of more and more areas by either puppet states or terrorist organisations.

Therefore, it is obvious that one of the motives of the US insisting on the continuation of sanctions, in

spite of a much more moderate government being in power, is to keep Islamic Republic financially

incapable of adequately funding the terrorist organisations like Hezbollah in the region. However this

mindset is not justifiable at all for even a government against Iranian policies in the Middle East,

because the White House is simply giving “official” permission to the Islamic Republic to continue

their activities in their nuclear facilities. Furthermore the victims of this political rivalry are the

citizens of Iran and Middle Eastern civilians who have nothing to do with the ongoing hostility

between the parties. They are the ones who die and suffer from the economic crises, therefore an

urgent action is more than needed. So, the status quo is a “lose-lose situation” and if not resolved as

quickly as possible, will bring about other players and saboteurs derailing the diplomatic process and

boosting the risk of hostility between the belligerents, thus threatening the lives of innocent people.

F. Timeline of Key Events

The 1950s: Iran launches its nuclear program with help from the US on its “Atoms for Peace”

program.

15-19 August 1953: Prime Minister Mossadeq gets overthrown by a coup d’etat organized and

operated by CIA and MI6.

February 1970: Iran signed the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons.

7 January 1978: 11 February 1979- Islamic Revolution in Iran takes place, ending the rule of the

Pahlavi Dynasty and subsequently beginning the Islamic Republic.



4 November 1979: 20 January 1981- Iran Hostage Crisis, the great relations between Iran and the US

starts rapidly decreasing.

22 September 1980: 20 August 1988- Iran-Iraq War, throughout the process, Iran organizes the

Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps and Quds Force, aimed at supporting all Shia minorities in the

Arabian Peninsula by military exercises and political assistance.

1987: Reagan Administration imposes the first persistent sanctions on Iran as a result of its support to

the terrorist organizations via the Quds Force.

1995: The US sanctions are expanded and take their final form, excluding the future sanctions on

Iran’s nuclear program.

2002: The National Council of Resistance on Iran declares Iran has built two unknown nuclear

reactors.

2006-2010: The UNSC, calling Iran to return to its compliance to the NPT immediately, declares

international sanctions against Iran.

3 August 2013: Hassan Rouhani becomes the president of Iran, choosing a more moderate policy on

the Iranian stance.

18 October 2015: Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action is adopted by the P5+1 powers and Iran.

18 May 2018: The United States announces its withdrawal from the JCPOA.

May 2019: the US sends Abraham Lincoln carrier strike group, four commercial ships are damaged in

the Gulf of Oman in retaliation.

June 2019: IRGC shots down a US drone, US strikes Iranian missile systems by US Cyber

Command, and declares more sanctions on Iran.

November 2019: IMSC launches first official operations in the Persian Gulf to protect commercial

ships.

December 2019: US airstrikes Kata’ib Hezbollah facilities in Iraq, killing more than 25 militants. In

retaliation, Iranian-backed Popular Mobilization Forces attack the US embassy in Baghdad.



January 2020: The US targets and kills Iranian Major General Qasem Soleimani. In retaliation, Iran

announces it will no longer abide by the JCPOA, also indicating that fierce revenge by the IRGC will

soon begin.

December 2020: Following the assassination of an Iranian top nuclear scientist, Iran’s parliament

approves a bill to boost uranium enrichment to 20 percent -far beyond the concentrations permitted by

the JCPOA.

April 2021: Current signatories of JCPOA hold talks with officials from US and Iran in Vienna in

order to bring both sides back in compliance with the agreement. The talks persist in the face of an

explosion at Iran’s Natanz nuclear facility, for which the government of Iran blames Israel, and

enrichment of uranium in Iran at a new high of 60 percent purity as a retaliation to the claimed attack

undertaken by Israeli government.

G. Major Parties Involved

United States of America

As being the most opposing party to the Islamic Republic of Iran, the United States significantly

changed the course of the current stance of the nation with his either underestimating actions, for

instance, his passive approach to any possibility for a revolution in 1970s Iran, or aggressive policies

that shaped Iran's current hostility, such as the coup d'etat that overthrow Mossadeq. After the

revolution as well, the US was not able to adopt a consistent policy towards Iran, entering into a

virulent stance during the Iranian Hostage Crisis while turning into a more moderate one with the

Iran-Contra Affair. They took violent actions as well, by raiding Iranian Liaison Office in Erbil or

firing missiles at the military bases of the Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps, which they identified

as a terrorist organization. With all the actions above, it is not assorted that Iran might easily have

problems having confidence against the US. This issue, as well as Iranian ambition to be able to

influence the entire Arabian Peninsula, are the most common arguments that Islamic Revolution

decided to resume their nuclear program. In that case, however, they met with harsher conditions than

they would even imagine, such as severe sanctions by both the US and the UN as a result of their

opposition to the Non-Proliferation Treaty. This, on any point, was a great strategy which aimed to

ensure balance in the region while attempting to cease the human right abuses Iran had committed

until that period. Therefore it shall not be inconvenient to see that Iran had to turn to the international



powers once more, as the sanctions would even put an end to their revolution as a result of endless

economic crises that they would be encompassed. The Iran Nuclear Deal had been signed with all

these thoughts that each side had on their mind. However, the unforeseeable US withdrawal from the

agreement and renewal of their sanctions on Iran put severe damage to the mutual gains of the sides.

Aiming to attain more rights from the agreement, the US endangered the whole agreement and raised

Iranian confidence in mutualism. Currently, the White House is persistent on calling upon the prior

commitment from Iran and claims that they shouldn’t be keeping their nuclear resurgence activities,

even though the Islamic Republic stayed more loyal to the JCPOA.

Russian Federation

Russia and Iran had serious setbacks on means of diplomacy and politics over time; however, the

Putin Administration and the Arab Spring caused a much-growing rapprochement between the states.

Russian Federation, also supporting Iranian efforts on nuclear energy aimed for civilian use, agreed to

help him construct a nuclear reactor at Bushehr. Currently, they might be considered as friends on

reshaping the balance of power in the Middle East; therefore, it is unlikely for them to allow anything

against the vital interests of Iran. Furthermore, the Russian ambassador made a statement during the

talks held in Vienna in order to possibly revive JCPOA. He said the brief preparatory talks were

“successful” in his statement and gave a speech as follows: "It (United States and Iran to reach a

compromise) will take some time. How long? Nobody knows. The most important thing is that

practical work towards achieving this goal has started." As can be figured out from these explanations

made by an ambassador of the Russian Federation, Russia is in favor of the full-implementation of

JCPOA, since it will enable the Islamic Republic to pursue its aggressive policies in the Middle East

more flexibly with no financial obstacle ahead -at least from the US. And this also means that Russia

can extend its sphere of influence in the region via its ally Iran. So it's essential for Russia to make

profit from the ongoing complication between the US and Iran for the sake of their interests in the

Middle East and Eastern Mediterreanean -to be more specific.

Republic of Iraq

When Iranian revolutionaries overthrew the government of the Shah, the Republic of Iraq, under

the rule of strict and authoritarian Saddam Hussein, decided to get advantage from the ongoing

turmoil and declared war on Iran. The war, lasting for eight years, did not go well for both sides at all,

ending the confrontation in the status quo antebellum. As a result of this subsequent conflict and the

regime of Saddam Hussein, Iran could not maintain any significant relationship with Iraq, which

shared a significantly important part of the Muslims following the Shia sect. When he was toppled,

they started maintaining a potent friendship that was concluded with their collaboration on almost

every element, from the military on the means of getting rid of ISIL and commerce, with both sides

being one of the most common trading partners. Currently, with a Shi'ite leader, Iraq may be



considered as in the sphere of influence of Iran, while his strong partnership with the US can not be

ignored. To any extent, it shall be noted that the killing of Qasem Soleimani by the US in Baghdad

Airport changed Iraq's cooperative opinion on the US slightly. They demanded the US military to

depart from Iran in consequence, but following the Trump Administration's rising sanction threats on

Iran, they did not proceed with their insistence, and they continued cooperation against ISIL once

again. Iraq is the most affected region from the hostility between the US and Iran, and as a result,

massive demonstrations and civil unrest on the deficiency of the government began to scorch Iraq

totally. That is why, it is more than significant to also think about this region while maintaining a

persistent peace.

European Union

The EU, while not attending a significant part in Iranian policymaking, is a large trade house that is

vital for Iran on its oil exports. To any extent, Iran shall consider the European Union while taking any

actions on its nuclear program, since any serious sanction imposed by this union might lead to a

downfall of the Iranian regime. European Union and the business corporations in it do currently have

only one question on their possible investments on Iran: Their nuclear ambition. In the past years, the

European Union imposed sanctions following the UNSC implications only with the reason stated

above. Instead, with the Iran Nuclear Deal, they lifted their sanctions, respectively, trying to ensure

mutualism between the states. On the other hand, the withdrawal of the US from it confused them

substantially. As Iran continued its compliance throughout the agreement, they could not reimpose the

sanctions as a whole, as that was not part of the agreement. And at the current time, with Iran being

withdrawn from it as well, it is a hard and crucial decision for them to do, so as they did it as a result

of the killing of their major general and additionally, respited them for some time to ''save the

agreement'' by making the US a partner again. Additionally, major countries in the EU have recently

been in contact with Iran and the United States in Vienna, attempting to reinstall the JCPOA.

Therefore, it is highly risky to infuriate any of the sides concerning this urgent issue. Furthermore,

considering the business corporations of the European Union’s reluctance on stopping trade with the

Islamic Republic, reimposition of the sanctions is not a sensible way of tackling the turmoil in the

region. So, the EU is likely to stay as a mediator until the ongoing complication is resolved and won’t

be siding with neither the US nor Iran.

International Atomic Energy Agency

IAEA began its acute focus on Iran in 2002 when an opposition group claimed that Iran was getting

advanced to be able to acquire nuclear weapons. They immediately gave importance to the inspections

of the country, and that was followed by major UNSC sanctions on Iran that crippled his economy. It

might be stated in a more obvious way that IAEA has been playing a significant role in the rising

tensions between the states as a result since their inspections are seriously important pieces of



evidence for the UNSC to take its further steps. Following the Iran Nuclear Deal, the organization

yielded power to its sub organ, the Joint Commission, which would regularly inspect the nuclear

possession of Iran on uranium- enrichment facilities. In July 2019, the Joint Commission declared Iran

started not abiding by the rules of the deal, as it had previously been stated by Iran that they would be

suspending some of the rules in the program in retaliation to the US withdrawal from the agreement.

By the beginning of January 2020, they ultimately left the JCPOA, not abiding any inspections carried

out by this organization. In case of the reinstallation of the JCPOA or a new deal prepared prioritizing

the demands of the both nations, the IAEA carries a significance as their role as inspectors shape

Iran’s policies towards the West.

H. Previous Attempts to Resolve the Issue

The real issue behind this current hostility, can from all directions be explained as the US withdrawal

from the Iran Nuclear Deal without any formal and valid justification to do so and the reluctance both

belligerents show in reinstalling it. Apart from that, the Iran Nuclear Deal was the previous major

attempt itself to put an effective end to Iranian nuclear advancements. Threatened by the increasing

possibility of Iran being able to achieve nuclear weapons, the P5+1 decided to impose severe

sanctions on Iran, aside from the previous US sanctions that dated back to 1995. Iran had not even

tried acquiring any nuclear weapons till that period; therefore, believing the deficiency of them, they

decided to reach a common ground with the global powers under their new and more moderate

regime. The result was the Iran Nuclear Deal, or JCPOA, whose relevant clauses were cited

previously. However, on this issue, none of the global powers followed an effective solution method

to bring the US back to the agreement. The conference organized in the capital of Austria with the

attendance of representatives from JCPOA’s signatories was the very recent attempt to resolve the

issue. Yet, it should be noted that it is very unlikely that these talks will manage to gather all

concerned countries under a compromise once again, since the Islamic Republic and the United States

are expecting the first self-sacrifice from each other.

I. Relevant UN Treaties, Resolutions and Events



1. Charter of the United Nations – Article 51 (1945)

Source: https://legal.un.org/repertory/art51.shtml

Significance and Aim: During the Persian Gulf Crisis, both sides retaliated to the actions of the other

party by adducting the question into a military confrontation. It gives the right exercise self-defensive

measures in case of an attack by a Member State.

2. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1696 (2006)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1696-2006.pdf

Significance and Aim: The UN Security Council called Iran for the first time to suspend its

enrichment program and comply with the terms of the NPT immediately, expressing that there will be

measures in the following period if Iran does not cooperate with the Security Council.

3. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1737 (2006)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1737-2006.pdf

4. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1747 (2007)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1747-2007.pdf

5. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1803 (2008)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1803-2008.pdf

6. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1835 (2008)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1835-2008.pdf

7. United Nations Security Council Resolution 1929 (2010)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_res1929-2010.pdf

Significance and Aim: From 1737 to 1929, the UNSC called the immediate return of Iran to nuclear

ratifications and terms under the NPT and IAEA, while imposing harsh sanctions which can be

figured out from the sources above.

8. United Nations Security Council Resolution 2231 (2015)

Source: https://www.iaea.org/sites/default/files/unsc_resolution2231-2015.pdf

Significance and Aim: As Iran was not able to bear the sanctions imposed upon him, he agreed that he

would be cooperating with the UN and IAEA to decrease his nuclear projects in return for lifting the

sanctions. With that resolution, the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action was accepted by Iran, in
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which his uranium stockpile was reduced by 98 percent, finished his enrichment projects and agreed

on heavy inspections by the Joint Commission until 2031.

J. Possible Solutions

It shall be noted at the beginning that under the current circumstances, there is no way for total

assurance of peace in the Persian Gulf Region. If the nuclear deal was assured once more, Iran would

focus on strengthening its position in the Middle East with a little financial obstacle left ahead,

causing more segregation and instability. Therefore the solutions which are going to be suggested here

will only provide us with partial progress in the ongoing turmoil. In other words, while it may seem

like eradicating the issue as a whole, it might be creating slightly smaller and less insignificant

problems while doing so. So, here are the two possible fundamental resolutions that can be considered

and further be discussed in our committee:

1. Mediating the tensions between the two belligerents with the help of a chosen mediator nation

and paving the way for them to reach a compliance by taking advantage of the power change

in the White House.

2. Imposing even more sanctions on the Islamic Republic -but also taking the risk of an Iranian

aggression- in order to prevent it from further funding their militias in the area and politically

destabilizing the region.

While the first choice looks much more moderate and is a more likely solution as of today, it brings

about grave side impacts if it is to be implemented. First and foremost, this resolution directly enables

Iran to persist pursuing its divisive policies in the Middle East with the economic and political

sanctions being lifted. Of course, even if theoretically reimposing the sanctions under a different

nomination and with another excuse -like the support of the government of Iran to the terrorist

organizations- is possible, it would only deepen the political hostility between the sides and decrease

the reliability of the White House once more in the perspective of the Iranian government.

Furthermore, in case of a full return to the Iran Nuclear Deal or a better and more satisfying

compliance, Iran would be able to focus itself on nuclear resurgence activities and possibly develop a

nuclear weapon, thus threatening the very vulnerable political stability in the world. On the other



hand, the second choice is obviously a way more aggressive approach to the complication between the

two sides. It would very likely diminish the Islamic Republic’s political and financial power and put a

setback in front of the spread of the Iranian sphere of influence, if chosen. Additionally, this choice

would ignite more and more instability in the Republic and overall in the Middle East, as Iran’s

citizens rebelling against their government’s terrible finance and geopolitics policies, both of which

would ignite a major economic crisis across the country. Therefore, the people under the jurisdiction

of the Islamic Republic and their militias in the region might suffer death as no humanitarian aid

would be able to arrive with the sanctions implemented. That is why, pursuing such an aggressive

policy in the region would definitely threaten international peace and stability in the region along with

human rights, while ensuring the Western control over the region. Therefore, the UN Security Council

has to consider all the  “side effects” which could emerge consequently and tackle all the

controversies, during making a decision about the future of the region.

K. Further Reading

You can continue getting further knowledge over the issue by taking the links below into

consideration:

1-https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-51084740

2-https://www.brookings.edu/blog/order-from-chaos/2020/01/17/the-u-s-iran-crisis-has-calmed-down-

but-things-wont-ever-go-back-to-how-they-were-before/

3-https://carnegieendowment.org/files/Iran_and_Arab_Spring_2873.pdf

4-https://www.npr.org/2020/01/18/797542070/the-future-of-the-iran-nuclear-deal

5-https://www.brookings.edu/research/constraining-irans-future-nuclear-capabilities/

6-https://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/28376/after-protests-iran-may-be-locked-into-a-future

-of-more-social-unrest

7-https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/iranians-are-protesting-again-what-does-it-me

an/
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https://www.npr.org/2020/01/18/797542070/the-future-of-the-iran-nuclear-deal
https://www.brookings.edu/research/constraining-irans-future-nuclear-capabilities/
https://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/28376/after-protests-iran-may-be-locked-into-a-future-of-more-social-unrest
https://www.worldpoliticsreview.com/articles/28376/after-protests-iran-may-be-locked-into-a-future-of-more-social-unrest
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/iranians-are-protesting-again-what-does-it-mean/
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