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Le#er from the Secretary-General 

Honorable par+cipants, 

I, as the Secretary-General, have the immense pleasure of welcoming you to the second 

edi+on of Boğaziçi University Model United Na+ons Conference. I am very thrilled and 

excited to be the Secretary-General of the conference I have always dreamt of. The story of 

this conference started in a bench of Boğaziçi University two years ago, and from that day 

on, BoğaziçiMUN Legacy has grown more and more with the precious contribu+ons of all 

members of BoğaziçiMUN Family. 

This year, as the Academic Team of BoğaziçiMUN 2020, we firmly plan to execute a unique 

academic event that is unprecedented in the history of MUN in Turkey. For this purpose, we 

have created eight breathtaking commiQees. I can promise that none of our commiQees are 

born out of necessity, but all of them are made with great passion. Our main objec+ve in 

designing our commiQees is "realism." We are determined to provide you the most realis+c 

simula+on of the specific organs of the United Na+ons, other interna+onal organiza+ons, 

and historical events. I have my endless faith in all Academic Team members that they will 

most successfully execute our vision in the BoğaziçiMUN 2020. I would also like to thank the 

Deputy Secretary-General, Mr. Binici, for con+nually helping me in the making of this 

conference. 

This commiQee, DISEC, has a special place in BoğaziçiMUN 2020 as it covers two staggering 

topics, and as two exquisite MUN masterminds create it, Süha Nurhat and Karahan Ali 

Keskiner. These two gentlemen didn't only prepare this commiQee but also contributed a lot 

to the Conference's academic structure. I am grateful to them for planning this wonderful 

commiQee and for making this Conference a beQer one.   

With sincere apprecia+on, 

Egemen Büyükkaya 

Secretary-General of BoğaziçiMUN 2020 
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Le#er from the Under-Secretaries-General 

Most dis+nguished par+cipants, 

It is an overwhelming honor for us to welcome you all to Boğaziçi University Model United 

Na+ons Conference 2020. We are Karahan Keskiner and Süha Nurhat, very interested in 

world poli+cs and interna+onal rela+ons, and conveying this enthusiasm through a 

diploma+c career is our ul+mate aspira+on. 

In today's world, where poli+cs is o[en misinterpreted as intrigue, MUN is a vital asset to 

understand this complicated concept fully and to develop a knowledgeable and inquisi+ve 

point of view for today's problems throughout the globe. In addi+on to these, we have the 

immense pleasure of sharing our experience and knowledge in MUN with new delegates 

and helping these delegates to comprehend the progress of finding common ground for 

interstate conflicts through coopera+on. 

We are extraordinarily excited and glad to be the Under-Secretaries-General of the United 

Na+ons General Assembly 1st commiQee: Disarmament and Interna+onal Security 

CommiQee 

In this commiQee, delegates will be working diligently to address the following 

controversies: the use of the chemical weapons and providing a review to the agreements 

upon the nuclear armament programmes within the interna+onal community. 

Lastly, we would like to thank the Secretary-General, Mr. Büyükkaya, and his Deputy, Mr. 

Binici, for their belief upon our good knowledge upon the philosophy of the United Na+ons. 

We have the tremendous honor of being a part of BoğaziçiMUN, and we sincerely wish that 

our par+cipants will have a great +me in this commiQee both academically and socially. 

Should you have any academic inquiry regarding this commiQee, do not hesitate to contact 

us via suha.nurhat6@gmail.com and karahankeskiner@gmail.com 

With sincere apprecia+on, 

Süha Nurhat & Karahan Keskiner 

Under-Secretaries-General responsible for the UNGA 1: DISEC 
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I. Introduc=on to the Commi#ee: Disarmament and Interna=onal Security 

Commi#ee 

Disarmament and Interna+onal Security CommiQee (DISEC) is the first commiQee of the 

United Na+ons General Assembly (UNGA). For the comprehension of the eligibility and 

specific du+es of the original commiQee, the role of the UNGA and correla+on with the 

other United Na+ons (UN) bodies should be thoroughly understood.  

The United Na+ons has 6 different central bodies allocated with diverse du+es. The primary 

organ of the United Na+ons is the UN Security Council. It consists of 15 member states, five 

permanent and ten non-permanent members. Permanent members are France, the People’s 

Republic of China, the Russian Federa+on, the United Kingdom, and the United States of 

America. Security Council overtakes the media+on role on the ques+ons concerning 

interna+onal disputes, is implemen+ng the peace-making agreements along with deploying 

peacekeeping forces to the disputed regions for global peace and security. The decisions 

made by the Security Council are binding and need to be validated by all member states of 

the UN.  

Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) is another main body of the United Na+ons and 

exercises its power for the full implementa+on of the Sustainable Goals. The Economic and 

Social Council (ECOSOC), established by the UN Charter, is the principal organ to coordinate 

the economic, social, and related work of the United Na+ons and the specialized agencies 

and ins+tu+ons.  The council consists of 54 It is the central organ of the United Na+ons with 1

regards to the issues concerning interna+onal economics and social issues. Secretariat is also 

one of the six principal organs of the UN. It is presided by the Secretary-General of the 

United Na+ons and controls the day-to-day work of the subsidiary bodies of the United 

Na+ons.  

Proceeding with the Trusteeship Council, Trusteeship worked for the governance of the trust 

territories, resolu+on of the issues related to colonialism. However, the func+ons of the 

Trusteeship council were suspended in 1994 when the case with regards to the last trust 

territory had been resolved.  

 “United Na+ons: An Introduc+on: Economic and Social Council.” FIU Libraries. FIU Libraries. Accessed 1

December 7, 2019. hQps://library.fiu.edu/c.php?g=160201&p=1047174.
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Interna+onal Court of Jus+ce (ICJ) is the organ deals with interna+onal law, and the 

prolonging disputes amongst the member states and submits compulsory decisions or the 

advisory opinions according to the applica+on of the respec+ve structure.  

Lastly, the United Na+ons General Assembly shall be referred to as the 'brain' of the 

interna+onal organiza+on. The Assembly is empowered to make recommenda+ons to States 

on global issues within its competence. It has also ini+ated ac+ons—poli+cal, economic, 

humanitarian, social, and legal—which have benefiQed the lives of millions of people 

throughout the world.  According to the Charter of the United Na+ons, the General 2

Assembly may: 

• Consider and approve the United Na+ons budget and establish the financial assessments 

of Member States; 

• Elect the non-permanent members of the Security Council and the members of other 

United Na+ons councils and organs and, on the recommenda+on of the Security Council, 

appoint the Secretary-General; 

• Consider and make recommenda+ons on the general principles of coopera+on for 

maintaining interna+onal peace and security, including disarmament; 

• Discuss any ques+on rela+ng to interna+onal peace and security and, except where the 

Security Council is currently discussing a dispute or situa+on, make recommenda+ons on 

it; 

• Discuss, with the same excep+on, and make recommenda+ons on any ques+ons within 

the scope of the Charter or affec+ng the powers and func+ons of any organ of the 

United Na+ons; 

• Ini+ate studies and make recommenda+ons to promote interna+onal poli+cal 

coopera+on, the development and codifica+on of interna+onal law, the realiza+on of 

human rights and fundamental freedoms, and interna+onal collabora+on in the 

economic, social, humanitarian, cultural, educa+onal and health fields; 

• Make recommenda+ons for the peaceful seQlement of any situa+on that might impair 

friendly rela+ons among countries; 

• Consider reports from the Security Council and other United Na+ons organs.  3

 “United Na+ons, Main Body, Main Organs, General Assembly.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons. Accessed 2

December 7, 2019. hQps://www.un.org/en/ga/about/background.shtml.
 ibid3
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Figure 1: 

Chamber of 

the UNGA  4

Sub-commiQees of the General Assembly are namely, GA 1: DISEC (Disarmament and 

Interna+onal Security, GA 2: ECOFIN (Economic and Financial), GA 3: SOCHUM (Social, 

Humanitarian and Cultural), GA 4: SPECPOL (Special, Poli+cal and Decoloniza+on), GA 5: 

Administra+ve and Budgetary and the GA 6: Legal. They are en+tled to the same purpose, 

aiming to achieve this very purpose with the different means and ways of work. This 

purpose is to ini+ate the peace-making process and the promo+on of global affluence.  

Yet, the decisions, reports, declara+ons, and the resolu+ons submiQed by the General 

Assembly are not binding, while the ones the Security Council submits are. All of the 

resolu+ons submiQed by the General Assembly should be submiQed to the perusal and the 

approval of the Security Council. Disarmament and Interna+onal Security is the first 

commiQee out of the other commiQees of the UNGA and deals with the establishment of 

security within the regions and countries, and the issues threaten global peace. It considers 

all disarmament and interna+onal security maQers within the scope of the Charter or 

rela+ng to the powers and func+ons of any other organ of the United Na+ons; the general 

principles of coopera+on in the maintenance of interna+onal peace and security, as well as 

principles governing disarmament and the regula+on of armaments; promo+on of 

 “What's Happening at UNGA 74?” Delta 8.7, October 1, 2019. hQps://delta87.org/2019/09/whats-happening-4

unga-74/. 
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coopera+ve arrangements and measures aimed at strengthening stability through lower 

levels of armaments.  5

The work field of the disarmament and interna+onal security includes each issue which 

damages the global peace, conflicts, disputes, civil wars, e.g., the Syrian Civil War, the 

Yemeni Civil War, Iran-Iraq War. The first commiQee works in collabora+on with the UNDC 

(United Na+ons Disarmament Commission) and the Conference on Disarmament for the full 

promo+on of the unilateral reconcilia+on.  

Disarmament CommiQee shall also give to the members of the Security Council with regards 

to the issues of armament and interna+onal peace principles. Although the first commiQee 

is not able to intervene in a peace-making process of the Security CommiQee, DISEC can give 

recommenda+ons for the considera+on of the Security Council. As it has been men+oned 

before, the decisions made by the first commiQee are not binding unless ra+fied by the 

Security Council. Aside from its role in the General Assembly, the Disarmament commiQee is 

also an ins+tu+on of the UN Office for Disarmament Affairs (UNODA). The UNODA deals 

with disarmament at all forms – nuclear weapons, weapons of mass destruc+on, and 

conven+onal weapons – and supports the First CommiQee on the work conducted in the 

General Assembly for the full promo+on of the regula+on of the armament issues. 

 “United Na+ons, Main Body, Main Organs, General Assembly.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons. Accessed 5

December 7, 2019. hQps://www.un.org/en/ga/first/. 
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II. Introduc=on to the Agenda Item I: Preven=ng Bioterrorism and the Use of 

Chemical Weapons 

A. Defini=on of Key Terms 

Chemical/biological warfare: The act of pursuing conflict with, acquiring the means to harm 

or cause damage to, or merely in+mida+ng a par+cular group through the use of chemical 

and biological weapons. 

Stockpiles: Not necessarily rela+ng to weapons, a stockpile is the accumula+on of a scarce 

good to use in a +me of need. In the context of this guide, it will be the primary metric with 

which we will classify the puissance of countries' chemical and biological preparedness. 

Bioterrorism: A biological aQack, or bioterrorism, is the inten+onal release of viruses, 

bacteria, or other germs that can sicken or kill people, livestock, or crops. -Centers for 

Disease Control and Preven+on, US Department of Health and Human Services 

War crime: The Interna+onal Criminal Court (ICC) defines war crimes as "Grave breaches of 

the Geneva Conven+ons of 12 August 1949, namely, any of the following acts against 

persons or property protected under the provisions of the relevant Geneva Conven+on". 

Agents: Biological agents include bacteria, viruses, fungi, other microorganisms, and their 

associated toxins. They can adversely affect human health in a variety of ways, ranging from 

rela+vely mild, allergic reac+ons to serious medical condi+ons—even death. -US 

Department of Labor 

CWC: The Conven+on on the Prohibi+on of the Development, Produc+on, Stockpiling and 

Use of Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruc+on (the Chemical Weapons Conven+on or 

CWC), effec+ve from 1997, is a mutually prohibi+ve treaty that outlaws the use, 

development, and stockpiling of chemical weapons. For the commiQee, it will act as an 

excellent earmark to understand where individual countries stand. 

Sarin - cyclosarin: Sarin is a human-made chemical warfare agent classified as a nerve agent. 

Nerve agents are the most toxic and rapidly ac+ng of the known chemical warfare agents. 

They are similar to certain kinds of insec+cides (insect killers) called organophosphates in 

terms of how they work and what kind of harmful effects they cause. - Centers for Disease 

Control and Preven+on, US Department of Health and Human Services 
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Cyclosarin is similar to sarin with its products; however, it is far more potent and easier to 

produce on a mass scale. 

B. Historical Background 

1. Bioterrorism 

Although there have been instances throughout history where anything considered toxic and 

poisonous were thrown into farms, villages, and sources of water with an aQempt to hurt 

the human popula+on or the livestock; for the purposes of the study guide, we will consider 

methods used during and a[er World War I. 

According to the United Na+ons Office for Disarmament Affairs (UNODA), bio-weapons 

"generally consist of two parts – a weaponized agent and a delivery mechanism. In addi+on 

to strategic or tac+cal military applica+ons, biological weapons can be used for poli+cal 

assassina+ons, the infec+on of livestock or agricultural produce to cause food shortages and 

economic loss, the crea+on of environmental catastrophes, and the introduc+on of 

widespread illness, fear, and mistrust among the public." Any organism that can be deemed 

harmful according to tradi+onal medicine can be weaponized, from prevalent fungi to 

extremely complex compounds derived ar+ficially . Pre-exis+ng organisms can also be 6

further modified to make them more durable, infec+ous, and harmful. 

While we can easily understand how these organisms can be spread, where the issue 

becomes daun+ngly technical is the delivery mechanisms. Like any weapon of mass 

destruc+on, bio-weapons can be delivered in missiles, bombs, or rockets. However, what 

makes them dangerous and 

extremely difficult to spot is that 

they can also be transported in 

spray cans, injectors, and even 

perfume boQles. 

Figure 2: the recrea+on of a 

fic+onal scene where sarin is used  7

 “Haun+ng Spectre of Bioterrorism - Deccan Chronicle.” Dailyhunt. Accessed January 5, 2020. hQps://6

m.dailyhunt.in/news/nepal/english/deccan chronicle-epaper-deccanch/haun+ng spectre of bioterrorism-
newsid-110218581.
İbid
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Unlike a nuclear aQack, the means to acquire the necessary material for a bio-aQack is not at 

all problema+c. In fact, in 1972, in Chicago, two students tried to poison the city's water 

supply with typhoid. One of them had simply collected and grown cultures from the hospital 

where he worked: not much more complicated than a lab homework for a high school 

sophomore. 

2. Chemical Weapons 

Much like their biological counterparts, chemical weapons are the use of chemical 

compounds as weapons. Easier to store and deploy since nobody is dealing with living 

organisms, chemical weapons have also been used throughout history. Also, similar 

biological weapons, organized and effec+ve use of chemical weapons date back to the first 

World War. 

Star+ng with chemical products that were already heavily being used in the industry such 

as chlorine and phosgene gas and evolving into sophis+cated nerve agents. They are more 

difficult to disperse since they are more reliant on atmospheric condi+ons such as 

temperature and pressure . 8

Chemical weapons can be classified into many different categories . Persistence (how long 9

they stay effec+ve), method of delivery, and method of inges+on (whether someone inhales 

it or consumes it, for example) can all be used to classify what kinds of threats we are talking 

about. 

The Geneva Protocol was the first aQempt to legislate against or outlaw against chemical 

weapons. However, it was not as effec+ve as once hoped. According to UNODA , "the 10

Protocol had a number of significant shortcomings, including the fact that it did not prohibit 

the development, produc+on or stockpiling of chemical weapons. Also problema+c was the 

fact that many states that ra+fied the Protocol reserved the right to use prohibited weapons 

against States that were not a party to the Protocol or as retalia+on in kind if chemical 

 "Chemical Warfare." Chemical Warfare - an overview | ScienceDirect Topics. Accessed November 2019. 8

hQps://www.sciencedirect.com/topics/earth-and-planetary-sciences/chemical-warfare#:~:targetText=Chemical 
warfare is the use, warfare, and associated military opera+ons.
 “The nature of bioterrorism threats requires collabora+on across several sectors including intelligence, police, 9

forensics, customs, and other law enforcement organiza+ons who must work together with public and animal 
health organiza+ons as well as environmental and social science organiza+ons.

, "Concerned about Chemical Weapon AQacks, First CommiQee Delegates Discuss Best Ways to Iden+fy, Bring 10

Perpetrators to Jus+ce | Mee+ngs Coverage and Press Releases." United Na+ons. United Na+ons. Accessed 
January 2, 2020. hQps://www.un.org/press/en/2019/gadis3633.doc.htm.
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weapons were used against them." This cri+cism gives us a clue: the resolu+on and the 

debates will not only relate to the use of chemical and biological weapons but will also need 

to consider how it will handle research or experiments where similar compounds will need 

to be used. 

C. Measures to Prevent New Afflic=ons 

1. Internal 

a) Detec=on 

Detec+on of the use of biological weapons depends on whether the aQack was a 

consequence of biological war or bioterrorism. In the former, detec+on is easier since the 

contaminated compound is usually dropped by some sort of aerial means. In the cases of 

bioterrorism, detec+on can be trickier. Reliable means of communica+on , working with 11

health departments and officials may be established between emergency services and 

governmental public health departments. Healthcare providers, emergency room personnel, 

infec+on-control personnel, and infec+ous-disease personnel in hospitals might be 

connected through an internal network. Regional authori+es should examine their 

preparedness repeatedly for poten+al offensives and start a cyclical review of coordina+on 

issues with departments that respond. 

Figure 3: From a private company’s commercial 

product catalog to provide safety for workers in 

contaminated areas  12

Biological threats need the coopera+on of varied 

fields, including intelligence, police, forensics, 

customs. Another surprising factor could be 

including experts from the field of animal health . 13

Contamina+on seldom affects only human beings. Some infec+ous proper+es may be 

 Erenler, Ali Kemal, Murat Güzel, and Ahmet Baydin. “How Prepared Are We for Possible Bioterrorist AQacks: 11

An Approach from Emergency Medicine Perspec+ve.” The Scien+fic World Journal 2018 (August 2018): 1–4. 
hQps://doi.org/10.1155/2018/7849863.

, “CBRN Stand-off Detectors.” SEC Technologies. Accessed January 5, 2020. hQps://www.sec-12

technologies.com/.
 Ibid.13
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detected before human casual+es, and this would prove especially useful in areas with more 

relaxed laws related to animals. 

b) First-responders 

A first-responder is an individual who is specifically trained to perform swi[ and effec+ve 

ac+ons against any disaster, whether it be natural or human-made. In the case of chemical 

and biological weapons, our responders would be physicians, nurses, and public health 

professionals in local health departments. 

The training for these individuals is carried by 

interna+onal NGOs or states themselves. The 

training is seen in Figure 4  (le[), was organized 14

by the Mexican government and OPCW itself, 

specifically to cater to the danger of a chemical 

aQack. 

c) Case Study: Project BioShield 

The Project Bioshield act of 2004 authorized the purchasing of 5-billion-dollars in vaccines to 

use against a possible aQack, part of a 50-billion-dollar program by the American 

government to counteract biological warfare . This money was also used in buying 15

protec+ve devices, riling up surveillance, and increasing the readiness of hospitals. 

The important provisions are as follows: 

• Bio contaminant labs will be provided to analyze and work against any unan+cipated 

threat rapidly 

• Research and development funding will be increased, and purchases will be expedited 

• Amends the Federal Food, Drug and Cosme+c Act allow -in suspicious cases- the usage of 

drugs or biological products which would otherwise not be approved 

The act allowed more efficient measures -which proved to be extremely useful in the case of 

anthrax- as well as preventa+ve ac+ons. Project Bioshield not only aided in the diffuse of 

 First Responders from La+n America and the Caribbean Expand Emergency Response Training Skills.” OPCW. 14

Accessed January 1, 2020. hQps://www.opcw.org/media-centre/news/2019/11/first-responders-la+n-america-
and-caribbean-expand-emergency-response.

 Gibbs, W. Wayt (October 2004), "An Uncertain Defense," Scien+fic American, Scien+fic American, Inc., 291 15

(4), pp. 20–24, doi:10.1038/scien+ficamerican1004-20, ISSN 0036-8733, OCLC 1775222
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bioterrorist aQacks, but it also helped public health in a more general way, in the form of 

vaccines and more accessible medicine. 

Figure 5: George Bush signing Project 

Bioshield into law, 2004  16

2. External 

a) A Timeline of Interna=onal Agreements pre-CWC  

- Strasburg Agreement (1675) 

Strasburg Agreement is known as the first interna+onal agreement that limits chemical 

usage in warfare.  The treaty was signed between France and the Holy Roman Empire and 17

was prohibi+ng the usage of poisoned bullets. The treaty was signed on August 27, 1675.  18

The First Hague Conference came from a proposal by Russian Tsar Nicholas II. The aim of the 

First Hague Conference can be divided into three main points: 

I. Limita+on of armed forces 

II. Implementa+on of the Geneva Conven+on to naval warfare 

III. Revision of unra+fied 1874 Brussel Declara+on 

Twenty-six countries were represented; there were only two American countries: U.S. and 

Mexico.  19

The First Hague Conference failed to achieve its primary mission, which is the limita+on of 

armed forces and reducing deployment of new armaments, the conference led conven+ons, 

iden+fica+on of customs rela+ng to the war on land and sea, be adopted. The First Hague 

 Na+onal Archives and Records Administra+on. Na+onal Archives and Records Administra+on. Accessed 16

December 18, 2019. hQps://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2004/07/20040721-2.html.
 “History.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/about-us/history.17

 "Strasbourg Agreement, (1675)." Strasbourg_Agreement_(1675), n.d. hQps://www.chemeurope.com/en/18

encyclopedia/Strasbourg_Agreement_(1675).html.
 The Editors of Encyclopaedia Britannica. “Hague Conven+on.” Encyclopædia Britannica. Encyclopædia 19

Britannica, inc., June 8, 2019. hQps://www.britannica.com/event/Hague-Conven+ons.
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Conference also led to the prohibi+on of asphyxia+ng gases that are related to our agenda 

item.  The Second Hague Conference was first proposed by U.S. President Theodore 20

Roosevelt, but it was postponed because of the war between Russia and Japan.  The 21

Second Hague Conference came out more like an extension of the First Hague Conference. 

Figure 6: The First Hague Conference  22

The main goal was the same: limita+on of armed 

forces and reducing deployment of new 

armaments. However, the main goal was not 

accepted by the majority of the conference. 

Although the first aim was failed, as the first 

conference, the second conference adopted 

rela+ng to rights, du+es, and status during war+me. -  23 24

The First Hague Conference has a bigger role than The Second Hague Conference since it 

men+oned the prohibi+on of asphyxia+ng gases in its declara+on. 

- The Washington Naval Treaty (1922) 

The Washington Naval Treaty, signed February 6, 1922, also known as the Five-Power Treaty. 

There were five major states: Japan, the United States, Italy, United Kingdom, and France, as 

they are also a major power in naval warfare. The main aim of the Washington Naval 

Conference was to obstruct a new naval armament race.  The conference also aimed at 25

banning chemical weapons but did not succeed because France rejected it. The subsequent 

failure to include chemical weapons has contributed to the resultant increase in stockpiles.  26

- The Geneva Protocol (1925) 

 Ibid20

 “Hague Conven+ons of 1899 and 1907 - WikiMili, The Free Encyclopedia.” WikiMili.com, n.d. hQps://21

wikimili.com/en/Hague_Conven+ons_of_1899_and_1907.
 Ibid. 22

 Ibid23

 The Editors of Encyclopaedia Britannica. “Hague Conven+on.” Encyclopædia Britannica. Encyclopædia 24

Britannica, inc., June 8, 2019. hQps://www.britannica.com/event/Hague-Conven+ons.
 “The Washington Naval Treaty.” Naval Gazing Main/The Washington Naval Treaty, n.d. hQps://25

www.navalgazing.net/The-Washington-Treaty.
 “United States of America: Chemical Weapons Profile.” United States of America: Chemical Weapons Profile 26

| Ins+tute for Defence Studies and Analyses, n.d. hQps://idsa.in/cbwmagazine/
UnitedStatesofAmericaChemicalWeaponsProfile_skshrivastav_0110.
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The Geneva Protocol, officially known as the Protocol for the Prohibi+on of the Use in War 

of Asphyxia+ng, Poisonous or other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare 

prohibits the use of chemical and biological weapons in war. The Protocol was drawn up and 

signed at a conference which was held in Geneva under the auspices of the League of 

Na+ons from 4 May to 17 June 1925, and it entered into force on 8 February 1928.  27

Great usage of asphyxia+ng gas during World War I alarmed the interna+onal community. 

The peace trea+es that the victorious Allies signed with defeated Germany, Austria, Bulgaria, 

and Hungary signaled a strong recogni+on of the immense danger that chemical and 

biological weapons represented. In 1925 the conference held by League of Na+ons in 

Geneva, Switzerland. With the ambi+on of the United States, France, and Poland, the 

par+cipants of the conference dra[ed Protocol for the Prohibi+on of the Use in War of 

Asphyxia+ng, Poisonous or other Gases, and of Bacteriological Methods of Warfare.  28

b) CWC and OPCW 

The Conven+on on the Prohibi+on of the Development, Produc+on, Stockpiling and Use of 

Chemical Weapons and on Their Destruc+on (the Chemical Weapons Conven+on) (CWC) 

The Conven+on aims to eliminate weapons of mass destruc+on by prohibi+ng the 

development, produc+on, acquisi+on, stockpiling, reten+on, transfer or use of chemical 

weapons by States Par+es. States Par+es, in turn, must take the steps necessary to enforce 

that prohibi+on in respect of persons within their jurisdic+on. The treaty entered into force 

on 29 April 1997. 

All States Par+es have agreed to chemically disarm by destroying any stockpiles of chemical 

weapons they may hold and any facili+es. States Par+es have also agreed to create a 

verifica+on regime for certain toxic chemicals and their precursors in order to ensure that 

such chemicals are only used for purposes not prohibited under the Conven+on.  29

A unique feature of the Conven+on is its incorpora+on of the 'challenge inspec+on,' 

whereby any State Party in doubt about another State Party's compliance can request a 

surprise inspec+on. Under the Conven+on's 'challenge inspec+on' procedure, States Par+es 

 “1925 Geneva Protocol – UNODA.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons, n.d. hQps://www.un.org/disarmament/27

wmd/bio/1925-geneva-protocol/.
 The Editors of Encyclopaedia Britannica. “Geneva Gas Protocol.” Encyclopædia Britannica. Encyclopædia 28

Britannica, inc., September 30, 2019. hQps://www.britannica.com/event/Geneva-Gas-Protocol.
 “Chemical Weapons Conven+on.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/chemical-weapons-conven+on.29
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have commiQed themselves to the principle of 'any+me, anywhere' inspec+ons with no 

right of refusal.  30

Conven+on has 24 Ar+cles. In these ar+cles, conven+on contains defini+ons and specifies its 

authority. 

As of May 2018, 193 states have become par+es to the CWC and accept its obliga+ons. Israel 

has signed but not ra+fied the agreement, while three other UN member states (Egypt, 

North Korea, and South Sudan) have neither signed nor acceded to the treaty.  31

By 30 September 2019, 97.33% of declared chemical weapons destroyed. 74 of 97 declared 

chemical weapons produc+on facili+es destroyed.  32

- Organiza+on for the Prohibi+on of Chemical Weapons (OPCW) 

The name was coined in Ar+cle VIII, "The Organiza+on" part of the Chemical Weapons 

Conven+on. Purpose of the organiza+on is iden+fied by the men+oned ar+cle's first 

paragraph: 

1. The States Par+es to this Conven+on hereby establish the Organiza+on for the 

Prohibi+on of Chemical Weapons to achieve the object and purpose of this 

Conven+on, to ensure the implementa+on of its provisions, including those for 

interna+onal verifica+on of compliance with it, and to provide a forum for 

consulta+on and coopera+on among States Par+es. 

OPWC has three main bodies: 

• Conference of The State Par+es 

• Execu+ve Council 

• Technical Secretariat 

- Conference of The State Par+es: 

As the principal organ of the OPCW, the Conference of the States Par+es oversees the 

implementa+on of the Chemical Weapons Conven+on, promotes its goals, and reviews 

 ibid30

 “Evolu+on of the Status of Par+cipa+on in the Conven+on.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/evolu+on-31

status-par+cipa+on-conven+on.
 “OPCW by the Numbers.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/media-centre/opcw-numbers. 32
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compliance with the treaty. It also oversees the ac+vi+es of the Execu+ve Council and 

Technical Secretariat. 

The conference has the power of taking measures to ensure compliance with the 

Conven+on, financial contribu+ons to be paid by States Par+es, elec+ng the members of the 

Execu+ve Council, reviewing scien+fic and technological developments that could affect the 

Conven+on.  33

The conference has 193 members divided by members' geopoli+cal regions. Also, a majority 

of Member States cons+tutes a quorum for sessions of the Conference.  34

- Execu+ve Council: 

Execu+ve Council is the governing body of the OPWC. The Execu+ve Council is formed by 41 

OPCW Member States that are elected by the Conference of the States Par+es and reelect 

every two years. The Council supervises the ac+vi+es of the Technical Secretariat and is 

responsible for promo+ng the effec+ve implementa+on of and compliance with the 

Conven+on.  35

Council has the power to approve agreements or arrangements rela+ng to the 

implementa+on of verifica+on ac+vi+es, conclude agreements with States Par+es on behalf 

of the Organiza+on in connec+on with assistance and protec+on against chemical 

weapons.  36

- Technical Secretariat:  

The OPCW Technical Secretariat is subsidiary to the Conference and the Council in the 

execu+on of their tasks and carries out the Chemical Weapons Conven+on's verifica+on 

measures. It also handles the func+ons delegated to it by the Conference and the Council. 

The Technical Secretariat is made up of about 500 staff members recruited from over 80 the 

OPCW Member States, and the head of the Secretariat is called Director-General.  37

c) Related UN documents and ac=ons 

 “Conference of the States Par+es.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/about-us/conference-states-par+es.33

 ibid34

 “Execu+ve Council.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/about-us/execu+ve-council.35

 Ibid36

 “Technical Secretariat.” OPCW, n.d. hQps://www.opcw.org/about-us/technical-secretariat.37
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UN has 18 resolu+on papers upon the topic of Chemical and Biological Weapons. The first 

resolu+on submiQed in 2000, and the other 17 resolu+ons followed “A/RES/55/33 para H” 

annually a[er its submission.  Also, in September 2001, the coopera+on between OPCW 38

and the UN is regulated by the rela+onship agreement (A/RES/55/283).  

The following resolu+ons are sponsored by the UN General Assembly on the topic of 

chemical weapons: 

A/RES/72/43 (2017) 

A/RES/71/69 (2016) 

A/RES/70/41 (2015) 

A/RES/69/67 (2014) 

A/RES/68/45 (2013) 

A/RES/67/54 (2012) 

A/RES/66/35 (2011) 

A/RES/65/57 (2010) 

A/RES/64/46 (2009) 

A/RES/63/48 (2008) 

A/RES/62/23 (2007) 

A/RES/61/68 (2006) 

A/RES/60/67 (2005) 

A/RES/59/72 (2004) 

A/RES/58/52 (2003) 

A/RES/57/82 (2002) 

A/RES/56/24 para K (2001) 

A/RES/55/33 para H (2000)  

D. Countries with Access/Stockpiles 

1. CWC members 

While joining CWC, seven countries announced that they had chemical weapons. Albania, 

India, Iraq, Libya, Syria, the United States, Russia. All these countries, save the United States, 

have reportedly destroyed their stockpiles while the United States will destroy them by 

2023. What is worrisome in these sorts of cases is not the official declara+ons, but the 

method with which these termina+ons take place and are monitored. Although OPCW 

regularly extends deadlines when they cannot be met for some reason, what usually sparks 

interna+onal debate and controversy are usually singular cases, rather than full-on industrial 

use of chemical weapons in baQlefields. 

Russia: Entering CWC with the biggest stockpile of any country, Russia had destroyed 94 

percent of its stockpiles by 2016, and was supposed to destroy all of its arsenals by 2018. As 

men+oned in the previous paragraph, the issue caused by Russia was not its weapons in the 

 “Chemical Weapons – UNODA.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons, n.d. hQps://www.un.org/disarmament/38

wmd/chemical/.
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industrial scale (which She claimed to destroy all of it by September 2017), but the late 

aQack on Sergei Skripal and his daughter. 

Skripal lived in the United Kingdom and had betrayed the then-intelligence agency of the 

Soviet Union, KGB. What is striking in his death was not that it happened, but how it 

happened. The UK Government blamed Russian intelligence officers of using a nerve agent. 

According to the New York Times, "Bri+sh officials offered specifics, accusing Russia of 

sending two hitmen to smear Mr. Skripal’s front door handle with a nerve agent, an 

accusa+on vigorously denied by Moscow. Bri+sh intelligence chiefs claim they have 

iden+fied the men as members of the same Russian military intelligence unit, the G.R.U., or 

Main Intelligence Directorate, where Mr. Skripal once worked." 

Syria: Officially acceded to the Chemical Weapons Conven+on in 2013 a[er long 

nego+a+ons, Syria had also claimed -even boasted- a large stockpile of chemical weapons. 

Syria has had a long rap-sheet of chemical weapon-related ordeals and offensives. From a 

2007 explosion that killed 15 people when a mustard-gas filled scud was being transported -

which the government claimed to be an accident-, reloca+ng their stockpiles mul+ple +mes, 

to tes+ng chemical weapons in 2012, the country has received much nega+ve press, perhaps 

righ�ully. 

Furthermore, the alleged use of chemical weapons against its own ci+zens in the Syrian Civil 

War is what seems to have driven the interna+onal public opinion so much against the 

Assad Government. A 2013 ar+cle by the New York Times claimed the US officials have proof 

that close to 150 Syrian rebels were killed using chemical weapons by the government. 

Subsequently, the Russian state conducted its research and concluded that it was the rebels 

who might have used chemical aQacks. 

These allega+ons have caused stricter sanc+ons and more public outrage against Syria, 

which should not be the main focus of the commiQee, but must be taken into account while 

the resolu+on paper is being wriQen. 

2. Non-CWC members 

Countries that have not signed or ra+fied the CWC have an easier +me disguising their 

stockpiles and research efforts. 
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Israel: Israel has signed but not ra+fied the CWC. This country will be important in the 

commiQee's discussion in two ways. 

First, it is the primary country that keeps its arsenal not for offensive reasons, but for 

deterrence purposes, or so it claims. While Israel has reportedly used chemical weapons, 

even recently, the debates in the commiQee will eventually need to regard deterrence and 

local threats to the country. 

Israel also allegedly uses chemical weapons both in individual cases and its bigger-scale 

interna+onal conflicts. Like the Russian case with Sergei Skripal, the country is blamed for 

using nerve agents in assassina+ons. Much more importantly, there are reports that Israel 

tested chemical weapons on Gaza protesters. According to Human Rights Watch, Israel's 

military fired white phosphorus overcrowded areas of Gaza repeatedly and indiscriminately 

in its three-week war, killing and injuring civilians and commi�ng war crimes. Occurring in 

2009, this was the first of many chemical aQacks by the state that would follow throughout 

the next decade. 

E. Research and Development on bio-surveillance and detec=on 

The priority should be to ensure that data and informa+on on chemical weapons do not fall 

into the hands of terrorist groups. In this way, healthy steps can be taken to prevent 

bioterrorism. Protec+ng the exchange of informa+on between scien+sts, ins+tu+ons, and 

laboratories working on the structure of biological and chemical agents is of great 

importance in this regard. This is a very sensi+ve point because the security measures to be 

determined should not disturb the fluency of this communica+on network. Governments, 

scien+sts, people working in the field of medicine, and other na+onal security departments 

need to establish stronger +es. 

The detec+on of threatening agents is another issue. Studies on this subject have only been 

successful in a limited sec+on. Technical informa+on on the rapid and reliable detec+on of 

agents has not been sufficiently translated into prac+ce. There is no standard for iden+fying 

the agents detected. This standard should be accessible and consistent by all. 

The detec+on of agents capable of making diseases with a small number of organisms is also 

a major challenge. Very sensi+ve devices are required to detect these diseases, but these 

sensi+ve devices have high false-posi+ve test results. At this point, joint works are again very 
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important. Examining the available data by intermediate branches will increase the accuracy 

of the test. 

Agriculture and animal husbandry are weaker than those made to humans in a biological 

aQack. Given the existence of countries whose economy is based on agriculture and animal 

husbandry, a possible outbreak could cause the country to fail to recover for years. 

The situa+on is even more cri+cal in agricultural products. Some plants, such as soybeans, 

are planted in large areas and do not require long-term maintenance. A low level of care will 

also lead to late detec+on of a possible disease. The situa+on gets even worse as agents 

through plants can pass to animals and humans. The establishment of pathogen detec+on 

and treatment centers for living organisms used in agriculture and animal husbandry are 

important and necessary. Using advanced imagery techniques for faster detec+on of 

diseases in agricultural areas is a possible solu+on.  39

F. Points a Resolu=on Should Cover 

• Are the current detec+on techniques enough wherein the case of an outbreak, it 

can be contained, and the effects of it mi+gated? 

• Project Bioshield approved the buying of billion dollars in vaccines; how will this 

be reconciled with the ever-growing an+-vax crowd? 

• With coun+es deliberately forcing their way out of the CWC, is the method for 

regula+ng chemical weapons at a global scale obsolete? 

• Is the training of first-responders sufficient? 

• How would the public be beQer informed when it comes to recognizing the effects 

of bioterrorism? 

• Is research that is already done regarding these subjects enough? Should 

governments do this research themselves or just support the research in the 

private sector and non-profit organiza+ons? 

• How should intelligence sharing be conducted? What guidelines or previous 

agreements could be used? 

G. Further Reading 

 Na+onal Research Council (US) Panel on Biological Issues. “Intelligence, Detec+on, Surveillance, and 39

Diagnosis.” Countering Bioterrorism: The Role of Science and Technology. U.S. Na+onal Library of Medicine, 
January 1, 1970. hQps://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK221138/.
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• To get more informa+on on the nature of chemical weapons, you can check this 

informa+ve document from the Federa+on of American Scien+sts: hQps://

web.archive.org/web/20160303174010/hQp://fas.org/cw/documents/

cwagents.pdf 

• Things that can be done a[er a chemical aQack to get rid of the imminent danger, 

approximately 30 pages by James McQuaid: hQps://www-

legacy.dge.carnegiescience.edu/SCOPE/SCOPE_40/

SCOPE_40_2.6_McQuaid_157-188.pdf 

• Simply leaving chemical weapons or throwing them away would not be as safe as 

one would think, here's an NYT ar+cle that gives an example from Iraq: The Secret 

Casual+es of Iraq's Abandoned Chemical Weapons. The New York Times. October 

14, 2014. hQps://www.ny+mes.com/interac+ve/2014/10/14/world/middleeast/

us-casual+es-of-iraq-chemical-weapons.html?nlid=64847459&_r=0 

• What do the latest improvements on biotechnology mean for ar+ficial bacteria: 

 Wimmer E, Mueller S, Tumpey TM, Taubenberger JK (December 2009). "Synthe+c 

viruses: a new opportunity to understand and prevent viral disease." Nature 

Biotechnology. 27 (12): 1163–72. DOI:10.1038/nbt.1593. 
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III. Introduc=on to the Agenda Item II: Evalua=ng the Status of Trea=es Concerning 

the Nuclear Armament Programme within the Interna=onal Community 

A. Defini=on of the Key Terms 

Nuclear Energy: Nuclear energy is the energy in the nucleus (core) of an atom. There is 

enormous energy in the bonds that the atoms are connected with. The way nuclear 

weapons works is releasing the energy that the nucleus has in it. This shall be obtained in 

two ways: Nuclear fission and fusion. Fusion means the combina+on of atoms and the 

enlargement of the energy. Fission means the release of nuclear energy when atoms split 

apart.  40

Intercon+nental Ballis+c Missile: ICBM, in full intercon+nental ballis+c missile, Land-based, 

nuclear-armed Ballis+c Missile with a range of more than 3,500 miles (5,600 km). Only 

the US Russia and China field land-based missiles of this range. The first ICBMs 

were deployed by the Soviet Union in 1958; the United States followed the next year and 

China some 20 years later.  41

Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zones: The establishment of Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones (NWFZ) is a 

regional approach to strengthen global nuclear non-prolifera+on and disarmament norms 

and consolidate interna+onal efforts towards peace and security. Ar+cle VII of the Nuclear 

Non-Prolifera+on Treaty (NPT) states: “Nothing in this Treaty affects the right of any group of 

States to conclude regional trea+es in order to assure the total absence of nuclear weapons 

in their respec+ve territories.” General Assembly Resolu+on 3472 B defines the NWFZ as the 

statute of a total absence of nuclear weapons to which the zone shall be subject, including 

the procedure for the delimita+on of the area, is defined; an interna+onal system of 

verifica+on and control is established to guarantee compliance with the obliga+ons deriving 

from that statute.  42

 “What Is Nuclear Energy?” Na+onal Nuclear Regulator. Accessed December 8, 2019. hQp://www.nnr.co.za/40

what-is-nuclear-energy/.
 The Editors of Encyclopaedia Britannica. “ICBM.” Encyclopædia Britannica. Encyclopædia Britannica, inc., 41

April 28, 2017. hQps://www.britannica.com/technology/ICBM.
 “Nuclear-Weapon-Free Zones – UNODA.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons. Accessed December 8, 2019. 42

hQps://www.un.org/disarmament/wmd/nuclear/nwfz/.
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Nuclear Weapon: A bomb or a missile uses nuclear energy to cause an explosion.  Nuclear 43

weapons are the most dangerous weapons on earth.  One can destroy a whole city, 

poten+ally killing millions, and jeopardizing the natural environment and lives of future 

genera+ons through its long-term catastrophic effects.  The dangers of such weapons arise 

from their very existence.  Although nuclear weapons have only been used twice in warfare

—in the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945—about 14,500 reportedly remain in 

our world today, and there have been over 2,000 nuclear tests conducted to date.  44

B. Historical Background 

1. Role of Nuclear Energy during World War 2 

A[er the discovery of the power of the fission in 1938, nuclear energy became very 

alluring to the belligerents of World War II.  This very discovery opened up the way of 

producing nuclear weapons and developing nuclear technologies. Being highly disturbed by 

the development that the Germans made in the context of nuclear technology, US President 

Franklin D. Roosevelt established the ManhaQan project, which marks the ini+a+on of the 

researches made for the possible usage of nuclear energy against the Germans. On July 16, 

1945, in a remote desert location near Alamogordo, New Mexico, the first atomic 

bomb was successfully detonated, which had been named as the Trinity Test. 

It created an enormous mushroom cloud and ushered in the Atomic Age.   Even 45

though the confrontation and clashes in Europe had finished, the tensions in the 

Pacific continued between the Japanese forces and the United States. President  

Harry Truman’s firm stance in the Potsdam Declaration calls upon the surrender of 

the Japanese forces and otherwise ensured a catastrophe, further escalated the 

tensions between the sides. Aggravated Japanese troops did not surrender, and the 

United States dropped the first atomic bomb to a Japanese town: Hiroshima. 

 “Nuclear Weapon: Defini+on of Nuclear Weapon by Lexico.” Lexico Dic+onaries | English. Lexico Dic+onaries. 43

Accessed December 8, 2019. hQps://www.lexico.com/en/defini+on/nuclear_weapon.
 ibid44

 History.com Editors. “Atomic Bomb History.” History.com. A&E Television Networks, September 6, 2017. 45

hQps://www.history.com/topics/world-war-ii/atomic-bomb-history. 
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Figure 8: Mushroom cloud over Nagasaki  46

The bomb exploded with about 13 kilotons of force, 

killing 80.000 people immediately after the 

detonation. After this catastrophic event, the 

Japanese forces didn’t surrender in the first row. 

Three days later, the United States dropped the 

second atomic bomb, killed approximately 40.000 

people at the moment of explosion, to Nagasaki 

city. After those events, the Japanese Emperor, 

Hirohito, announced the surrender of Japan on the 

15th of August, which ended World War II. Even 

though World War II finished, the actions of the United States of America would open 

up a new era, which would be more catastrophic and troubling for the international 

community. Having affected roughly a continent, the usage of the atomic bombs 

would be, in the following years, counted as one of the war crimes. 

2. Early Cold War Period 

The U.S President Franklin D. Roosevelt, Bri+sh Prime Minister Winston Churchill, and  Soviet 

Premier Joseph Stalin have met in Yalta to decide the post-war fate of the defeated Germany 

and the policies upon the European Con+nent along with the possible involvement of the 

Soviet forces into the ongoing war in the Pacific against Japan (Before the end of the fight on 

the Pacific.) 

A[er the official end of World War When World War II ended, the only power that 

possessed nuclear weaponry was the United States of America.  USSR had obtained the 47

blueprints of a fission-style bomb, and the sources of uranium in the Eastern Europe and 

Joseph Stalin signed a decree se�ng up a Special CommiQee on the Atomic Bomb.  Relying 48

on the researches his country has advanced on, Joseph Stalin pressed his advantage over 

 “Mushroom Cloud Over Nagasaki | 100 Photographs | The Most Influen+al Images of All Time.” Time. Time. 46

Accessed December 8, 2019. hQp://100photos.+me.com/photos/mushroom-cloud-over-nagasaki-lieutenant-
charles-levy.

 ibid47

 Leffler, Melvyn P., Odd Arne. Westad, and David Holloway. “The Cambridge History of the Cold War.” In The 48

Cambridge History of the Cold War. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010.
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Truman and Churchill on the ques+on of the presence of Soviet troops in Germany and 

Eastern Europe.  

That could be contemplated as the secondary igni+on of the West and East division, which 

had been deemed direct by the speech of Sir Winston Churchill in 1946. This very famous 

speech highlighted the defini+ve end to the coopera+on between the Soviet Union and its 

Western allies, declaring that an ‘iron curtain’ had fallen across Eastern Europe, which is 

considered as the beginning of the cold war.  

In 1946, the United States and the Soviet Union, along with several other countries, began 

nego+a+ons under the auspices of the United Na+ons to bring the atomic energy under 

interna+onal control. Yet, the nego+a+ons were in vain and failed. Na+ons were determined 

to decide the future of their nuclear energy and developments. The United States built up its 

nuclear arsenal, slowly at first, but with increasing urgency as rela+ons with the Soviet Union 

deteriorated.  

In September 1948, Truman endorsed a Na+onal Security Council paper (NSC 30), “Policy on 

Atomic Warfare,” which concluded that the United States must be ready to “u+lize promptly 

and effec+vely all appropriate means available, including atomic weapons, in the interest of 

na+onal security and must, therefore, plan accordingly.”   49 50

3. Cold War Era 

a) Ini=al Years of the Cold War (1947-1962) 

Rela+ons between the Soviet Union and the Western powers further escalated a[er the 

recent colliding advancements of the sides. Yet, the US stance against the indirect reciprocal 

in+mida+ons was more diploma+c compared to the Soviet Union, Truman never used the 

term ‘nuclear threat’ against the Soviet Union. In those days, the tension in the European 

Con+nent, especially in Germany, was so +ght. For the comprehension of the distribu+on of 

power in the German land, the decisions made in the Yalta conference and the further 

implementa+ons should be thoroughly understood.  

 U.S. Department of State. U.S. Department of State. Accessed December 8, 2019. hQps://history.state.gov/49

historicaldocuments/frus1948v01p2/d41.
 ibid50
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At the end of the Second World War, the U.S., Bri+sh, and Soviet military forces divided and 

occupied Germany. Divided into occupa+on zones, Berlin was located far inside Soviet-

controlled eastern Germany. The United States, United Kingdom, and France controlled 

western por+ons of the city, while Soviet troops controlled the eastern sector. As the 

war+me alliance between the Western Allies and the Soviet Union ended and friendly 

rela+ons turned hos+le, the ques+on of whether the western occupa+on zones in Berlin 

would remain under Western Allied control or whether the city would be absorbed into 

Soviet-controlled eastern Germany led to the first Berlin crisis of the Cold War.  

The crisis started on June 24, 1948, when Soviet forces blockaded rail, road, and water 

access to Allied-controlled areas of Berlin. The United States and the United Kingdom 

responded by airli[ing food and fuel to Berlin from Allied airbases in Western Germany. The 

crisis ended on May 12, 1949, when Soviet forces li[ed the blockade on land access to 

western Berlin.  The Berlin Crisis of 1948–1949 solidified the division of Europe. Shortly 51

before the end of the blockade, the stance of the USSR and the developments in Berlin 

made the Western allies to sign the North Atlan+c Treaty of April 1949, and they created the 

North Atlan+c Treaty Organiza+on (NATO).   

Two weeks a[er the end of the blockade, the state of West Germany was established, soon 

followed by the crea+on of East Germany. The incident solidified the demarca+on between 

East and West in Europe; it was one of the few places on earth that U.S. and Soviet armed 

forces stood face-to-face. It also transformed Berlin, once equated with Prussian militarism 

and Nazism, into a symbol of democracy and freedom in the fight against Communism.  52

Returning to the Berlin Airli[ Crisis, while the crisis was taking place, Truman dispatched 

B-29 bombers to Europe. This very ac+on shall be considered as a signal from the US about 

its commitment to defend Europe if necessary.  

Being in+midated by the ac+on of the United States and being zealous in preven+ng the use 

of the bomb in Europe, the USSR implemented a close-to-compromise policy unlike the 

Americans hoped. These very events heralded the bells of a new World War. The dispatching 

of the US gave self-confidence to the US and eradicated the possibility of compromise 

between the Powers. The first Soviet test took place on the 29th of August, 1949, and 

 U.S. Department of State. U.S. Department of State. Accessed December 8, 2019. hQps://history.state.gov/51
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strengthened its air defenses to confront an atomic air offensive by the US, which led the 

tensions to a dead end. 

Figure 9: Berliners watch a Douglas 

C-54 Skymaster land at Tempelhof 

Airport, 1948  53

While the tensions were escalated 

in Europe, tensions in the Korean 

Peninsula were not any different at 

all. On January 30, 1950, Stalin 

expressed his support to the Kim Il 

Sung (North Korean Leader) about 

an aQack on South Korea, relying 

on Chinese aid. However, the war 

did not go as Moscow and Beijing 

had hoped. The US intervened under the recommenda+on (United Na+ons Security Council 

Resolu+on 83) of the United Na+ons, which put the Chinese support into ambiguity. Being 

convinced by the Soviets, China entered the war. In October 1950, the United Na+ons 

Peacekeeping Forces were compelled to intervene in the North Korean territory defying the 

North Korean forces. This movement escalated the tensions in the United States; Truman 

stated that an atomic bomb might be used in Korea. Clement Atlee, went to Washington to 

discuss the advantages of the use of an atomic bomb, which decision he and the allies of the 

NATO were disagreeing with. 

Truman did not seriously consider the use of the bomb during the Korean war; in+mida+ons 

were made. He deployed nuclear-capable B-29s to Britain and to Guam in July 1950 but 

without nuclear weapons. The purpose was partly, as in the Berlin crisis, to signal American 

resolve and partly to enhance strategic readiness for a possible war. 

The bombers in Guam were soon withdrawn. In April 1951, Truman authorized the 

deployment of B-29 bombers and nuclear weapons to Guam. This was the first +me since 
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1945 that the United States had sent nuclear weapons abroad.  In essence, the Korean War 54

was the war that many people died in, and the superpowers in+midated themselves with 

the power of nuclear energy. The war ended with an Armis+ce Agreement signed on July 27, 

1953, which makes South Korea and North Korea remain separate.  

This war shall be considered as one of the biggest warfares of the Cold War. The hydrogen 

bomb, which uses a fission bomb to ignite thermonuclear fuel, marked a new and extremely 

important stage in the nuclear arms race.  

The Soviet test of August 1949 provided a new impetus, and on January 31, 1950, Truman 

announced that the United States would develop the super-bomb, as the hydrogen bomb 

was known. In the spring of 1954, the United States conducted a series of thermonuclear 

tests in the South Pacific, and one of the devices tested was more than 1,000 +mes more 

powerful than the bomb dropped on Hiroshima (15 megatons of TNT equivalent, as opposed 

to 13.5 kilotons). The Soviet Union did not lag far behind. In August 1953, it tested an 

intermediate type of hydrogen bomb, and in November 1955, it conducted a test that 

showed that it too knew how to build a super-bomb. Public opinion around the world was 

shocked by these tests, and by the dangers that thermonuclear weapons presented, the 

tests gave a powerful impetus to an+nuclear movements in the United States, Europe, and 

Asia.  55

b) Cuban Missile Crisis (1962) 

A[er the communist revolu+on in Cuba, located in Southern America, USSR started to 

establish close +es with the new government. Being disturbed by these ac+ons, the US 

began an invasion called the Invasion of the Bay of Pigs, 1961. The Bay of Pigs invasion was 

an opera+on conducted 15 April 1961 aiming to overthrow the current communist 

government and establish a non-communist state which would have good +es with the 

United States. The Invasion was full of mistakes, and the result was catastrophic for the 

Kennedy Administra+on. 

The seeds of the Invasion were planted before the Presidency of Kennedy.  A secret protocol 

planned by the Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) was signed by the previous President, 
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Dwight D. Eisenhower, in March 1960. The content of the protocol was to establish training 

camps in Guatemala to train Cuban exiles for any kind of aQack or arrangements on Cuba. 

Figure 10: Map of Cuba, 

showing the Bay of Pigs  56

The use of Cuban exiles was 

thought to be beneficial, for it would be easier to convince other Cubans to join the 

invaders, who were also their people. Before his commencement, Kennedy was informed 

about the secret protocol and conducted the Bay of Pigs Invasion in 1961. The original plan 

was to use World War II B-26 bombers, painted to look like Cuban planes, to issue airstrikes 

on Cuban Airbases, and later on, transferring the invaders to different parts of Cuba to 

create confusion.  

Due to the mistakes of the U.S. forces, Castro’s soldiers were able to defeat and capture the 

exiles easily. The imprisoned exiles were given back to the U.S. in exchange for 53 million 

dollars of baby food and medicine a[erward. To cover up the disaster of the Bay of Pigs 

Invasion, the Kennedy Administra+on started another plot called “Opera+on Mongoose” 

later on.  

Opera+on Mongoose was a set of different confiden+al plans to topple Castro. The agenda 

included a comprehensive set of ac+ons, such as intelligence collec+on, special/sabotage 

opera+ons, the use of spies and spy bases, searching for leaders within Cuba who could 

overthrow Castro, and so on. President John F. Kennedy, who was under a great deal of 

stress a[er the dreadful Bay of Pigs Invasion, employed his brother Robert F. Kennedy to 

organize the details of the opera+on.  

The man RFK chose to run the opera+on was famous CIA opera+ve Edward Lansdale, whose 

efforts figh+ng Communists in the Philippines in the 1950s made him a hero in the 

organiza+on. A controversial point of this plan was the uncertainty of whether it included 

 PruiQ, Sarah. “5 Things You Might Not Know About the Bay of Pigs Invasion.” History.com. A&E Television 56
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assassina+ng Castro or not. It was known that the CIA was planning to assassinate Castro 

since the beginning of 1960, even before the Presidency of John F. Kennedy, but if the 

Kennedy brothers knew of this and ordered the assassina+on of Castro themselves is s+ll an 

unknown point in history. 

Opera+on Mongoose was suspended a[er the discovery of the Soviet missiles in Cuba in 

1962. Even though it did not have as staggering losses as the Bay of Pigs Invasion, the 

opera+on was s+ll considered a failure in its ways; since the U.S. had spent so much many 

and resources for a nega+ve outcome, as well as damaging their reputa+on by working with 

the mafia at one point during the opera+on.   

A[er the failed Bay of Pigs Invasion, Cuba and the U.S. rela+ons deteriorated, only for the 

USSR-Cuban rela+ons to grew stronger. In 1960, the Premier of the Soviet Union Nikita 

Khrushchev promised to defend Cuba with its build-up in the island. He promised the U.S. 

that the Soviet build-up was only a defense for their ally to stop an American invasion, which 

would not be including any kinds of missiles.  

Kennedy accepted Khrushchev’s word and publicly stated that the U.S. would not hesitate to 

take ac+on in case of the detec+on of a missile in Cuba. Even though he had a verbal 

agreement about the use of missiles with Kennedy, Khrushchev was s+ll anxious about the 

presence of the missiles in Italy and Turkey.  Even though Khrushchev bragged about the 57

range of the Soviet missiles on TV frequently, in reality, most proper working missiles were 

mid-ranged and could only hit their target if they were close enough.  

Khrushchev also wanted to have control over West Berlin, which was controlled by the U.S., 

U.K., and France. The fact that the Americans also had the advantage of a “first strike” in 

case of a possible aQack was making the Soviets anxious. With these issues in mind, 

Khrushchev called for a private mee+ng with Fidel Castro in July 1962, and they agreed on 

the deployment of Soviet Missiles and the establishment of new launch sites in Cuba.  

The United States had long been sending spy planes and surveillance to Cuba since the Bay 

of Pigs Invasion, mostly in the name of Opera+on Mongoose. In September, the U.S. air 

surveillance no+ced that the paQern of the Cuban launch sites was similar to those in the 
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Soviets, and increased their ac+vity on Cuba. On October 14, A U-2 Spy Plane managed to 

capture the first photographic evidence of the Soviet equipment in Cuba. 

The next day, the Na+onal Photographic Interpreta+on Center (NPIC) observed the evidence 

ad iden+fied the equipment as Mid-ranged Soviet Ballis+c Missiles. When President 

Kennedy is informed about the Soviet missiles, he immediately organizes the first mee+ng of 

the Execu+ve CommiQee of the Na+onal Security Council (EXCOMM)  

On October 23, the U.S. ambassadors in Turkey, Italy, and NATO were informed about a 

possible agreement between the U.S. and USSR to withdraw the U.S. missiles from Turkey 

and Italy. On October 24, Khrushchev made a public statement sta+ng that the acts of the 

U.S.  were acts of aggression, and the blockade had to end as soon as possible. On the 58

same day, many Soviet ships arrived at the U.S. blockade. Some of them were forced to turn 

back; others were searched and permiQed to access Cuba since they did not contain any 

military equipment.  On that evening, Khrushchev also sent Kennedy a personal message 

around 9 pm. The message was long and drama+c, but also included various vital points and 

a wish to cooperate with Kennedy. 

Figure 11: Soviet Premier 

Nikita Khrushchev and 

President John F. Kennedy  59

On October 25, CIA reports 

verified the ongoing presence 

of the missiles in Cuba. On 

October 26, Kennedy informed 

the members of the EXCOMM 

that the invasion of Cuba was 

the only solu+on for the crisis.  

During the course of the crisis, 

the U.S. officials had o[en 
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been in contact with the Soviet Union. On October 26, the State Department received a 

personal message wriQen by Khrushchev; and on the next day, they received their second 

message from the Premier. The second message from Khrushchev stated that any deal that 

would be nego+ated between the U.S. and USSR had to include the removal of the U.S. 

missiles from Turkey.   

United States AQorney General Robert F. Kennedy secretly met up with the Soviet 

Ambassador, Anatoly Dobrynin, and stated that the removal of the missiles in Turkey would 

already have happened in six months, and the U.S. was ready for a nego+a+on. On October 

27, Radio Moscow publicly broadcasted Khrushchev’s message, sta+ng his willingness to 

remove the Soviet missiles in Cuba in exchange for the removal of the U.S. missiles in Turkey.  

On that evening, ambassadors from both countries met up, and both Kennedy and 

Khrushchev secretly agreed to the removal of all missiles in Cuba, Italy, and Turkey.  

The U.S. also promised not to organize any kind of aQack or interven+on on Cuba. The next 

day, Radio Moscow publicly declared that the Soviets would be dismantling all of their 

missiles in Cuba.  On November 21, 1962, the US officially announced that the naval 

blockade is reversed. This very event is merely the biggest show-off of the colliding 

superpowers during the Cold War era and is very important for the comprehension of the 

nuclear weapons’ progression throughout history. 

c) Non-Prolifera=on Treaty 

In the wake of the U.S. strafing Japan with two atomic bombs, a UN resolu+on recalled the 

necessity of a treat to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons. Hence, the treaty opened the 

signing in 1968, a[er the ‘Eighteen Na+ons CommiQee of Disarmament’ worked on dra[s 

that formed the essen+als of nego+a+ons between 1965-1968. The Non-Prolifera+on Treaty 

came into force in 1970, and as of yet, 191 states have adhered to the treaty. However, 

North Korea declared withdrawal from the treaty, which they approved in 1985.   

The treaty is reviewed every five years in mee+ngs called Review Conferences of the Par+es 

to the Treaty of Non-Prolifera+on of Nuclear Weapons. Even though the treaty was ini+ally 

conceived with a limited dura+on of 25 years, the signing par+es decided, by consensus, to 

uncondi+onally extend the treaty indefinitely during the Review Conference in New York City 
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on 11 May 1995, in the culmina+on of U.S. government efforts led by Ambassador Thomas 

Graham Jr.    60

The goal of the treaty was determined as achieving nuclear and complete disarmament, 

stopping the nuclear arsenals, and providing coopera+on in the use of atomic power. The 

pact includes prohibi+on for non-nuclear weapon states to acquire them and also five 

nuclear countries (U.S., U.K., France, China, Russia) from assis+ng them to gain nuclear 

weapons, while also promising nuclear disarmament of themselves.  Besides, some of the 61

addi+onal measures were taken to expand the non-prolifera+on aim: export supervision of 

the Nuclear Suppliers Group, verifica+on from Interna+onal Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), 

and enforcements by UN Security Council.  

Although NPT plays a massive role in nuclear disarmament, throughout the historical period, 

it has faced several challenges.  Four nuclear states have not acceded the treaty: India, 62

Pakistan, North Korea, and Israel. North Korea withdrew from the treaty as a result of its 

pursuit of acquiring nuclear weapons. The credibility of NPT had also been in doubt a[er 

Iran and Pakistan became nuclear Powers in 1998 and haven't been subjected to any severe 

penal+es. There are also allega+ons regarding Iran's uranium enrichment facili+es and Iraq's 

progress of the nuclear program in the 1980s despite these states' stand as a signatory for 

the treaty. Consequently, NPT has significant pillars, but cri+cs regarding the effec+veness of 

NPT s+ll exist.  63

d) Détente 

Détente covered the period of 1967-1979 when the tensions of rela+ons between West and 

Soviet were eased employing policies promoted by Richard Nixon, Henry Kissinger, and 

Leonid Brezhnev . The era was a +me of increased trade and coopera+on with the Soviet 64

Union and the signing of the SALT trea+es, thereby the most solid aQempts of détente are 

mee+ngs of leaders from superpowers and following trea+es such as Helsinki Accords, SALT 
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1 and SALT 2, Biological Weapons Conven+on and An+-Ballis+c Missile Treaty . However, at 65

the end of the ’70s, the U.S.'s furthest weakness prompted the Soviet Union to get 

advantage of it and expand the Soviet influence. The Soviet invasion of Afghanistan ended 

the hopes of Détente. 

(1) Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 

A[er the U.S. dropped atomic bombs to Japan at the end of World War II, the nuclear era 

had started. Meanwhile, the Cold War increased the tensions between the West and East; 

scien+sts from the United States, United Kingdom, and the Russian Federa+on have 

conducted tests and brought on powerful nuclear guns. In 1952–53, the US and Soviet Union 

detonated their first thermonuclear weapons (hydrogen bombs), far more potent than the 

atomic bombs tested and deployed since 1945. 

 In 1954, the US Castle Bravo test at Bikini Atoll (part of Opera+on Castle) had a yield of 15 

megatons of TNT, more than doubling the expected payoff.  In 1959, a scandal broke a[er 66

the radioac+ve store was found in wheat and milk in the United States. These situa+ons led 

scien+sts and people to become aware of the danger of radioac+vity and raise their voice 

against nuclear tes+ng. As a result, leaders and diplomats of States started to address the 

issue.  

Nego+a+ons on banning atomic tes+ng began between the U.S., the U.K., Canada, France, 

and the Soviet Union with the help of the United Na+ons Disarmament Commission.  As 67

nego+ators struggled over differences, the Soviet Union and the United States suspended 

nuclear tests—a moratorium that lasted from November 1958 to September 1961. In 

October 1962, rela+ons between the United States and the Soviet Union tensed over the 

installa+on of nuclear-armed Soviet missiles on Cuba, just 90 miles from U.S. shores. 

However, tension started to be eased when the United States agreed to Soviet leader Nikita 

Khrushchev’s (1894-1971) offer to remove the Cuban missiles in exchange for America 

pledging not to invade Cuba.   68
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The mo+ve for the test ban was provided by rising public skep+cs over the magnitude of 

nuclear tests, par+cularly tests of new thermonuclear weapons (hydrogen bombs), and the 

resul+ng nuclear fallout. The Limited Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was signed in Moscow on 

August 5, 1963, with compromises from both sides. The treaty banned the nuclear weapons 

test or any other nuclear explosions under the water, in the atmosphere, and outer space, 

although underground nuclear tests were permiQed as long as no radioac+ve debris goes 

outside the boundaries of an experiment-conduc+ng na+on.  The treaty also makes na+ons 69

pledged for suppor+ng works on disarmament and ending the contamina+on of the 

environment by nuclear substances.  

The treaty went into effect on 10 October 1963. Since then, 123 other countries acceded to 

the Treaty. The treaty was a small but significant step toward the control of nuclear 

weapons. In 1996, the UN General Assembly adopted the Comprehensive Nuclear Ban 

Treaty that prohibited any kind of nuclear tests and explosions, including the ones that were 

conducted underground. The treaty was signed by 184 countries and ra+fied by 168 na+ons. 

Even though Bill Clinton was the first leader to sign the treaty, U.S. Senate rejected by a vote 

of 51 to 48.  70

(2) SALT I 

Strategic Arms Limita+on Talks (SALT) are the nego+a+ons, two rounds of mutual 

conferences, and the interna+onal trea+es between the Soviet Union and the United States. 

Nego+a+ons commenced in November 1969 and lasted un+l May 1972, which were held in 

Helsinki and Vienna. SALT I was signed on May 26, 1972. Per SALT I, the Soviet Union and the 

U.S. agreed upon limi+ng the strategic ballis+c missiles armed with nuclear weapons to 

prevent compe++on in An+-Ballis+c Missiles (ABM) deployment. Talks also led two sides to 

sign the An+-Ballis+c Missile Treaty and the Interim Agreement Between the United States 

of America and the USSR on Certain Measures with Respect to the Limita+on of Strategic 

Offensive Arms.  The ABM Treaty limited strategic missile defenses to 200 interceptors each 71
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and allowed each side to construct two missile defense sites, one to protect the na+onal 

capital, the other to defend one ICBM field.  

(3) Helsinki Accords 

In 1973, a conference for discussing European Security was held in Helsinki with the 

aQendance of 33 countries, including U.S and European countries. Conference on Security 

and Co-Opera+on in Europe had concluded in signing of the significant diploma+c 

agreement, Helsinki Accords. The accords were signed by all the na+ons of Europe (except 

Albania, which became a signatory in September 1991) and by the United States and Canada 

aimed to reduce tensions between the West and Soviet Union by assuring the security of 

status quo of Europe a[er World War II. Several dynamics formed the agreement: Borders of 

European countries were accepted as 'inviolable' and could not be intervened with force. 

The agreement included showing respect for human rights and essen+al freedoms. This also 

promoted engagement and exchanges across the Iron curtain for the sake of trade and 

technology. 

(4) SALT II 

The second round of SALT commenced in 1972 and lasted for seven years between the U.S. 

and the USSR, which also aimed to cut down on the manufacture of strategic nuclear 

weapons. SALT II was the first nuclear arms treaty that assumed real reduc+ons in strategic 

forces to 2,250 of all categories of delivery vehicles on both sides. It focused on the 

reduc+on of Mul+ple Independently Targeted Re-Entry Vehicles (MIRVs) onto 

Intercon+nental Ballis+c Missiles (ICBM) and Submarine-Launched Ballis+c Missiles 

(SLBM) . On June 17, 1979, the SALT II Treaty was signed between the United States and the 72

Soviet Union. On December 25, the Soviets invaded Afghanistan, and on January 3, 1980, 

Carter asked the Senate not to consider SALT II for its advice and consent, and it was never 

ra+fied. 

(5) START (Strategic Arms Reduc=on Treaty) & Strategic 

Defense Ini=a=ve 
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The Strategic Arms Reduc+on Treaty (START) was signed on July 31, 1991, by President 

George H.W. Bush and Soviet President Mikhail Gorbachev.  The treaty limited the number 73

of Intercon+nental Ballis+c Missiles (ICBMs) and nuclear warheads either country could 

possess. START nego+ated the largest and most complex arms control treaty in  History and 74

its final implementa+on in late 2001 resulted in the removal of about 80 percent of all 

strategic nuclear weapons then in existence. The treaty has directly affected the disposal 

and deac+va+on of all 450 Minuteman II Launch Facili+es (LFs) and 45 associated Launch 

Control Facili+es (LCFs). As a result, the U.S. has been restricted to approximately 8,000 

nuclear warheads and the Soviet Union to roughly 6,000 warheads.  75

‘Strategic Defense Ini+a+ve’ as known as Star Wars, was a U.S strategic defense system 

towards possible nuclear aQacks in par+cular from the Soviet Union. President Ronald 

Reagan first proposed the SDI in a na+onwide television address on March 23, 1983. The 

SDI's inclina+on was defending the U.S from Soviet ICBMs u+lizing advanced technological 

sensors and systems to prevent Soviet missiles at various aspects of their flight. The cri+cs 

were mostly about the effec+veness of the system and the provoca+on of an arms race and 

undermining the established disarmament trea+es. 

e) Intermediate Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty 

INF Treaty was a treaty between the US and the Soviet Union INF Treaty came into force in 

1988, and the validness was unlimited. The treaty prohibits both par+es from possessing, 

producing, or flight-tes+ng ground-launched ballis+c and cruise missiles with ranges of 500–

5,000 km (310–3,110 mil).  Possessing or producing ground-based launchers of those 76

missiles is also prohibited. The ban extends to weapons with both nuclear and conven+onal 

warheads but does not cover air-delivered or sea-based missiles. According to the treaty, 

also exis+ng weapons had to be destroyed, and a protocol for mutual inspec+on was agreed 

 Gorbachev, Mikhail Sergeyevich, (Born 2 March 1931), President: Interna+onal Founda+on for Socio-73

Economic and Poli+cal Studies (Gorbachev Founda+on), since 1992; Green Cross Interna+onal, since 1993; 
Execu+ve President of the Soviet Union, 1990–91.” Whos Who, January 2007. hQps://doi.org/10.1093/ww/
9780199540884.013.17551.

 the "START Treaty." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Founda+on, July 25, 2005. hQps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/74

START_Treaty.
 "Full Text Of "Conversion Of The Minuteman II Missile System To The Minuteman III System At Malmstrom 75

Air Force Base, Montana: Final Environmental Assessment." 2020. Archive.Org. 
hQps://archive.org/stream/conversionofminu1991unit/conversionofminu1991unit_djvu.txt.

 Lanning, Randall L. "United States Air Force Ground Launched Cruise Missiles: A Study in Technology, 76

Concepts, and Deterrence." 1992. hQps://doi.org/10.21236/ada258351. 
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upon. As of 1991, the states had eliminated 2,692 missiles. In 2000’s Russian Federa+on and 

the United States alleged na+ons with viola+ons. Once Russia requested revision for the INF 

Treaty as it only constraints Russia and the U.S. On October 20, 2018, President Donald 

Trump announced that they were going to withdraw the treaty due to Russian breach. The 

U.S formally suspended the treaty on 1 February 2019, and Russia suspended the as a 

response on 2 February 2019. 

4. Post-Cold War Era 

During the Cold War period (1945-1991), nuclear weapons were involved in the significant 

part of proxy war. Both the United States and USSR developed diverse and powerful nuclear 

weapons and explosives at the utmost alert levels. The will of sides was protec+ng 

themselves from any kind of threats and aQacks and also prepara+on for the use of nuclear 

guns toward themselves. Neither side succeeded in u+lizing their nuclear power or 

launching an aQack. Because of Cold War did not include close combat, claims of the official 

end of the Cold War stands as Nuclear Disarmament Treat in 1987 or dissolu+on of the USSR 

in 1991.  When the Cold War ended, the most considerable uncertainty on the U.S. and 

Russian governments' table was what to do with their appropriate nuclear arsenals. The 

threat of an all-out atomic strike was diffused, and the Cold War became to be seen as a 

victory of democracy and capitalism of the U.S. 

Now that Russia had control of all the nuclear weapons that the former Soviet Union had 

once controlled, the process of dismantling began.  The end of the Cold War intensified 

hopes for increasing interna+onal coopera+on and strengthened interna+onal organiza+ons 

focused on approaching global issues. This has paved the way for the establishment of 

interna+onal agreements such as the Organiza+on for the Prohibi+on of Chemical Weapons, 

the Universal Declara+on of Human Rights, the Conven+on on the Preven+on and 

Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, and the Paris Climate Agreement. Environmentalism 

has also become a mainstream concern in the post-Cold War era following the circula+on of 

widely accepted evidence for human ac+vi+es’ effects on Earth's climate. 

5. Nuclear Arms Race in the Middle East 

In South Asia, regional security has been remaining a significant issue since the Indo-

Pakistani nuclear race since the 1970s. The nuclear agonism started with India's detona+on 

of a device called Smiling Budha at the Pokhran region. Although the Indian Government 
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started this as a ‘peaceful nuclear explosion,’ there were claims that indicate this test was 

just a part of the confiden+al India nuclear program.  

Pakistan developed its covert nuclear program in 1972, which had con+nued with 

extensions. A[er the 1974 test, Pakistan's atomic bomb program picked up a great speed 

and accelerated its atomic project to build its atomic weapons program successfully. Over 20 

years, India and Pakistani, use nuclear Powers as a deterrence power, a similar situa+on in 

the Cold War. The nuclear tests and nuclear arsenal storage of both sides alternated and 

went on. Pakistan has produced tac+cal nuclear weapons for use on baQlefields to counter 

the conven+onal weapons advantage of an invading Indian army. Their current arsenal 

probably includes 24 tac+cal weapons of unknown yield, but perhaps in the range of 5 to 12 

kt.  

As a result, both sides developed nuclear rockets and nuclear technologies. With both sides 

armed to the teeth, it is easy to exaggerate the fears and much harder to pinpoint where the 

real dangers lie. Neither Pakistan nor India is likely to ini+ate a nuclear conflict without 

substan+al provoca+on. India has declared a policy of no first use of atomic weapons, except 

in response to an aQack with biological or chemical weapons. Pakistan has stated that it 

would only use nuclear weapons if it could not stop an invasion by conven+onal means or if 

it were aQacked by nuclear weapons, although they had four conven+onal wars since 

1947.  77

C. Current Situa=on 

1. Relics of the Non-Prolifera=on Treaty 

The very heated debate is being upheld, to ditch or not to ditch the NPT, in the interna+onal 

community. One of the most important countries, DPRK, has withdrawn its signature from 

the treaty alongside the other countries who do not fulfill the obliga+ons of the Treaty. 

There is s+ll nuclear merchandise being produced, traded, and tested. The most significant 

example of these indirect instances of incompliance is the escala+on of tensions between 

the United States and the DPRK. In 2017, the countries started to in+midate each other by 

tes+ng ICBMs. 

 "Nuclear Warfare - Wikipedia," n.d. Accessed January 1, 2020. hQps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/77

Nuclear_warfare.  
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Figure 12: 

Par+es to the 

NPT  78

This shows the insufficiency of the NPT in the context of promo+ng full and interna+onal 

surveillance and peace in the context of nuclear armament. Even though it is an 

interna+onal treaty that was signed to deter the na+ons from using nuclear power in the 

interna+onal arena, countries can freely withdraw their signatures and act accordingly. In 

that point, interna+onal 

Diplomacy is a cri+cal aspect of the issue. An old treaty, even though there are conferences 

are to hold a review to it, is not able to fully cover the current interna+onal problems. For 

concrete instance, Iranian viola+ons upon the compliance with the NPT resulted in the 

restric+ons upon the Iranian nuclear plan. However, these restric+ons culminated in another 

poli+cal problem, the tensions in the Persian Gulf. To restrict or constrain a country’s nuclear 

program, armament, or to put an embargo on a state shall be advantageous for the short 

term, but is very harmful to a long +me, those implementa+ons harm interna+onal 

diplomacy and non-aggressions promoted between the countries.   

 “List of Par+es to the Treaty on the Non-Prolifera+on of Nuclear Weapons.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia 78

Founda+on, September 21, 2019. hQps://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/List_of_par+es_to_the_Treaty_on_the_Non-
Prolifera+on_of_Nuclear_Weapons. 
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Figure 13: Es+mated Nuclear Power of 

India and Pakistan  79

Moreover, countries that did not ra+fy 

NPT cannot be inspected by an 

interna+onal organiza+on upon their 

nuclear programmes, etc. This shall be 

contemplated as one of the biggest ‘’gap’’ 

of this very agreement because the 

countries who did not domes+cate the 

NPT are Pakistan, India, Israel, South 

Sudan and DPRK (withdrawn its 

signature), who have gone through many 

unpleasing events with the signatories of 

the NPT. Aside from those, Jammu Kashmir border dispute between Pakistan and India 

heralds a possible nuclear conflict, addi+onal to the military conflict in the region.  

The interna+onal community remains watchful on the dispute between India and Pakistan 

regarding this issue since both na+ons possess a substan+al number of nuclear arms. It is a 

great source of concern that these na+ons might be on the verge of war and a nuclear 

confronta+on might destroy all democra+c presence in the region and also there is a grave 

risk of these atomic weapons falling into the hands of "non-state actors" such as al-Queda or 

the "alleged" Islamic State in case of instability caused by such confronta+on.  Both na+ons 80

claim that they are keeping these weapons for mere deterrence; however, in a region with 

high vola+lity, it is crucially hard to believe such promises.  81

2. Withdrawal of the U.S from Joint Comprehensive Plan of Ac=on 

In the 1950s, Iran has started to get interested in the topic of nuclear weapons and their 

produc+on. In 1967, Shah Rıza Pahlavi asked the United States for technical support, which 

was then followed up by Iran receiving its first-ever nuclear reactor from the USA. In 1984, 

 ibid79

 
 
Shams, Shamil. "Nuclear Fears Abound a[er India-Pakistan Military Escala+on." DW. 2019. hQps://80

www.dw.com/en/nuclear-fears-abound-a[er-india-pakistan-military-escala+on/a-47712975.     
 "India-Pakistan Tensions: Who Won the War of Percep+ons?" AlJazeera. 2019. 81
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a[er some diploma+c problems between Iran and the USA, the American government had 

declared Iran as one of the sponsors to terrorist groups, which brought the focus of 

economic sanc+ons to Iran. For a long +me, Iran did not accept even proposals of peace and 

suspending enrichment ac+vi+es.  

In 2005, a[er the Presiden+al Statement of the UN Security Council (UNSC), Iran was called 

out to adapt to IAEA (Interna+onal Atomic Energy Agency’s) terms, obligated by the Non-

Prolifera+on Treaty. UNSC also prohibited the Member States from selling or send any 

nuclear technology or missile to Iran. The P5 countries have imposed economic sanc+ons on 

Iran. “US Congress sanc+oned Iran’s Central Bank and all foreign financial ins+tu+ons 

processing Iranian oil” (Goodwin) in 2011-12, which led to the start of a tragic downfall of 

the Iranian economy. With the increasing pressure, the newly elected president of Iran has 

agreed to reach an agreement with P5+1 countries.  

For two years, along with the European Union, the permanent five states of the UNSC and 

Germany has nego+ated with Iran. In July 2015, the JCPOA was finalized and was ready to be 

applied in Iran. The main goal of the plan is to extend the breakout +me from a few weeks, if 

the same amount of enrichment proceeded, to a year. Also, the uranium enrichment centers 

placed at Fordow and Natanz will be restricted. A heavy-water reactor at Arak was 

redesigned to prevent Iran’s produc+on of weapons-grade plutonium.  

As well as agreeing to these terms, Iran has even granted the access of Interna+onal Atomic 

Energy Agency (IAEA) inspectors to control and monitor these centers. The plan limits the 

number of centrifuges in Iran that could be operated and the size of the stashes for the 

uranium isotopes and fissile material. Although the terms seem to be overweight, the 

government of Iran was desperately in need of the uphold of the economic sanc+ons on Iran 

to straighten out Iran's economy. With the agreement of the plan, the countries have 

handed in the frozen assets of Iran, which were kept in foreign banks. This will be one of the 

main reasons that will lead Trump to withdraw the USA from the plan. On the 8th of May 

2018, Donald Trump officially declared that the USA withdrew from JCPOA. In his speech, he 

has stated the Obama administra+on made a huge mistake by signing a plan which even 

sponsors Iran. 

The first claim he has made was that even though the deal is present since it was not 

enough and was not properly nego+ated, the deal did not stop Iran from the produc+on or 
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enrichment of fissile. He claims that a[er the agreement ends, Iran will immediately 

con+nue its ac+vi+es. However, according to the deal, “JCPOA gradually li[s restric+ons on 

the types of nuclear ac+vi+es and the level of uranium enrichment Iran may conduct.  

These and other provisions sunset over 10, 15, 20, or 25 years” (Rizzo & Kelly). Iran is also a 

signatory to the NPT, which means that with JCPOA, they have even reaffirmed that Iran will 

never seek, acquire, or produce nuclear weapons. Another claim Trump has made in his 

speech was that a[er the economic sanc+ons were removed, the USA has handed in money 

to Iran, some of it even as cash, which means that governments have implicitly supported 

Iran and its economy. This is not en+rely right, considering that the money handed in is 

already Iran’s money, which was in assets that were frozen and kept in foreign banks. With a 

few more claims, Trump has announced the USA’s withdrawal.  

Right a[er, the US has re-imposed the economic sanc+ons on Iran. In November 2018, the 

Trump administra+on officially restored the sanc+ons against Iranian oil, including banking 

and any transporta+on ac+ons. These events triggered the tensions in the Persian Gulf, 

United Kingdom, and the US agreed on the accusa+on to Iran on the aQacks to the oil 

tankers within the region. The US and the United Kingdom have deployed an addi+onal 

1.000 troops to the middle east. On 7 August 2019, the United Kingdom officially declared 

its readiness to join the ‘’Interna+onal Mari+me Security Mission’’.  

This mission is launched by the United States to preserve the peaceful atmosphere within 

the strait of Hormuz and its surrounding regions.  General Joseph Dunford, chairman of the 82

US Joint Chiefs of Staff, first announced the mission early last month when he called on US 

military allies worldwide to join a US-led baQle fleet that would surround Iran. The Pentagon 

would provide “command and control” ships to direct opera+ons, he stressed, while 

America’s allies would provide escort vessels to follow US orders. The support of the UK 

followed these ac+ons.  

The decision of Britain’s newly appointed prime minister, Boris Johnson, to join the US war 

fleet flows from his close rela+ons with the Trump administra+on and his advocacy of 

deepening +es with the US, based on securing a post-Brexit free trade deal with the an+-

European Union president. It represents a shi[ in Britain’s posi+on from ini+ally seeking to 

 Shaoul, Jean. "Britain to Join US Naval Blockade of Iran." Britain to join the US naval blockade of Iran. World 82

Socialist Web Site wsws.org Published by the Interna+onal CommiQee of the Fourth Interna+onal (ICFI), August 
7, 2019. hQps://www.wsws.org/en/ar+cles/2019/08/07/iran-a07.html.
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de-escalate the Strait of Hormuz crisis and reflects its increasing isola+on from its former 

European partners.   83

On 5 January 2020, Iran has officially declared it won’t abide by the imposi+ons of the 

JCPOA. Instantly a[er the ac+ons were taken by the US, killing the military leader Qasem 

Soleimani, Cabinet of the Islamic Republic of Iran, has arranged an emergency mee+ng in 

Tehran. According to the statements by the na+onal news agency of Iran, Iran will set their 

limits based on their technical needs without abiding by the 2015 agreement and cut down 

its nuclear commitments by li[ing the limits on itself; will con+nue to work with the 

interna+onal nuclear agencies and will return to JCPOA limits once all sanc+ons are removed 

from the country. Those statements would affect the tensions between the United States 

and Iran, along with the GCCC (Gulf Coopera+on Council Countries). 

3. Possibility of a Nuclear Prolifera=on in the Middle East: Middle 

East’s Cold War 

Israel is the first country that comes to mind when the issue of nuclear prolifera+on in the 

middle east is brought about since Israel is the only country that did not ra+fy the Non-

Prolifera+on treaty ever since. This means that no interna+onal organiza+on or a governing 

body cannot inspect the internal affairs concerning the nuclear programme of the state of 

Israel. Concerning the Israeli and Pales+nian issue (the turmoil in the West Bank and Gazza), 

a possible nuclear aQack of the State of Israel is one of the main concerns of the 

interna+onal community to a territory where is claimed by the state of Pales+ne (Pales+ne is 

a state that is an observer state in the UN, not a member state). 

The Middle East has been a hotbed of nuclear prolifera+on for five decades. Driven by 

security fears, regional ambi+ons, and na+onalism, at least seven Middle Eastern states have 

sought to acquire a nuclear weapons capability. Israel was the first and so far, the only 

successful claimant and has repeatedly demonstrated its determina+on to maintain its 

monopoly on nuclear weapons in the region, by force if necessary. Israel has also threatened 

the use of its nuclear arsenal against its enemies at least once.2 Most es+mates suggest 

Israel has a substan+al number of sophis+cated nuclear weapons that can be delivered by 

aircra[ (F-15Is), missiles (Jericho), and perhaps submarine-launched cruise missiles.  

 ibid83
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In September 1986, an Israeli technician, Mordechai Vananu, revealed that the Dimona 

facility, where he worked, had already produced enough plutonium to construct a large 

number of nuclear weapons and possessed the technology for sophis+cated, high-yield 

nuclear weapons. Egypt, Iraq, Algeria, and Libya all made unsuccessful nuclear aQempts in 

the past. President Gamal Abdel Nasser of Egypt sought to match Israel in the early 1960s, 

but his efforts were stymied by technical difficul+es, Israeli sabotage, and the refusal of his 

Soviet patrons to provide assistance.  

Figure 14: Countries’ Nuclear 

Revenues in the Middle East  84

President Anwar Sadat finally 

abandoned the Egyp+an 

program a[er the October 

1973 War, as part of a larger 

poli+cal strategy of peace with 

Israel and alliance with the 

United States. The demise of 

Iraq’s nuclear effort was more 

violent. Launched by Saddam Hussein under the guise of a civilian nuclear program in the 

mid-1970s, Iraq’s main French-supplied nuclear research reactor was destroyed by an Israeli 

raid in 1981.  

U.S. bombs primarily destroyed Iraq's subsequent secret enrichment program during the 

1991 Gulf War and—we now know—completely dismantled by UN inspectors and sanc+ons 

following that war. The U.S. invasion of 2003 has ex+nguished Iraq's ability to revive its 

nuclear program for the foreseeable future. 

In North Africa, Algeria secretly acquired a heavy-water research reactor from China in the 

mid-1980s but joined the Non-Prolifera+on Treaty (NPT) and accepted Interna+onal Atomic 

Energy Agency (IAEA) inspec+ons under pressure from the United States, France, and other 

countries when the project was revealed in 1991. It has apparently abandoned any efforts to 

develop nuclear weapons. 

 “Resurgence of Nuclear Power In The Middle East: Is It For Nuclear Weapons?” DiaNuke.org, December 23, 84

2017. hQps://www.dianuke.org/resurgence-of-nuclear-power-middle-east-for-nuclear-weapons/. 
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Libyan leader Colonel Muammar Qaddafi quixo+cally pursued nuclear weapons on and off 

star+ng in the early 1970s, most recently giving up a nascent centrifuge enrichment program 

(based on black-market technology from Pakistani scien+st A. Q. Khan) in a December 2003 

deal with the United States and the United Kingdom to li[ poli+cal and economic sanc+ons.  

Most recently, Syria's efforts to build a secret research reactor with North Korean assistance

—as a counter to Israel's nuclear capabili+es— were abruptly terminated by an Israeli air 

raid in September 2007. Even though several Arab states have announced plans to revive or 

ini+ate atomic power programs, none of these states has the scien+fic and industrial 

infrastructure or the skilled human capital to advance quickly, even with a crash program. 

Moreover, none of the established nuclear suppliers is prepared to export fuel-cycle 

technology or facili+es to the region. In these circumstances, the only near-term op+on for 

an Arab country is to seek to purchase nuclear material or weapons from another state. At 

least one government probably has already set the diploma+c basis for doing so: Saudi 

Arabia with Pakistan.  To sum up, the conflicts in the Middle Eastern territories are very 85

much correlated with the nuclear armament and the race upon this. 

4. Nuclear-Weapon-Free-Zones 

The term Nuclear Weapon Free zone dates back to the cold war (it is implemented with the 

UNGA resolu+on in 1975), but even now, it apparently could not be fully implemented in the 

designated areas with the defined aims. It is the regional approach operated under the 

mandate of the Non-Prolifera+on Treaty to purify the designated territories from the nuclear 

goods. This can be deemed as an aspira+on instead of a concrete duty. 

There are many trea+es signed under the NWFZ, namely, the Treaty of Pelindaba, Tratelolco, 

Rarotonga, Bangkok, Central-Asia. Assuming from these territories, NWFZ is a regional 

approach to Nuclear Disarmament. Nuclear disarmament in Asian territories seems to be 

challenging and impossible, yet; if the correct and the diploma+c steps are taken, it can be 

well promoted. As far as it has been men+oned above, pu�ng the diplomacy to the ground 

of the nuclear disarmament aim; would be the best way instead of placing sanc+ons over a 

state, etc. To fully understand the problema+c situa+on in the middle eastern NWFZ, the 

stance of the major countries in the territory should be comprehended. 

 "Managing Nuclear Prolifera+on in the Middle East." Gary Samore, Mr. New York, n.d. 85
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Israel names this purifica+on as the struggle to mediate the rela+ons between Israel and the 

other Arab countries and remains very unstable upon the NFWZ. (Israel has not ra+fied the 

NPT) Iran delega+on denies that the nuclear programme of Iran is against any other state 

but just to protect the civil rest and defense against any threat, not posing a threat. Iran has 

aQempted to nego+ate the issue of the crea+on of NFWZ, but these aQempts were '' 

neglected''.    

Upon the regional approach in the African Con+nent, there is one state which has not even 

recognized the Treaty of Pelindaba: South Sudan. Being a country that is going through 

tremendous poli+cal corrup+on, poverty, and civil unrest; it remains unknown that South 

Sudan is producing a Nuclear Weapon or not. Yet, according to the studies on the issue, 

South Sudan is not even able to ini+ate a research process upon the Nuclear Armament 

reasoning that there is a prolonged civil war in the territory. 

D. Timeline of the Major Historical Events 

16 July 1945 

The ManhaQan Project comes to an explosive end as the United 

States successfully tests the first atom bomb in Alamogordo, 

New Mexico.

26 July 1945

The U.S has introduced the Potsdam Declaration, terms of 

surrender of the Japanese forces, threatening the Japanese 

with the possibility of use of the atomic bomb.

6-9 August 1945 

The United States dropped atomic bombs called “Fat Man” and 

“LiQle Boy” on Japan ci+es Nagasaki and Hiroshima. There were 

more than 100.000 causali+es.

4 February 1945

In a Soviet province, Yalta, Yalta Conference has taken place, which 

the USSR, the UK, and the US par+cipated in. The future status of 

the German republic has been designated in this very conference 

along with the other territories, pioneeringly Poland.
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E. Role-Playing Countries and Par=es 

- The United States of America 

The US is the first country that developed the fusional nuclear bomb and the hydrogen 

bomb.    During the Cold War, the United States built approximately 70,000 nuclear 86 87 88

warheads, more than all other nuclear-weapon states combined. The U.S. is one of the 

atomic bomb owners and signers of the Treaty on the Non-Prolifera+on of the Nuclear 

Weapons.  The United States has signed various non-aggression agreements with Iran and 89

withdrawn its signature from this very agreement, which aggravated the tensions in the 

Persian Gulf (which might affect the Gulf Coopera+on Council Countries). Aside from those, 

the recent ac+ons of US President Donald Trump, launching a missile that was intended to 

kill an Iranian military leader, would escalate the tensions between Iran and the US and 

would reflect the nuclear deal even the United States of America no longer recognizes it. 

12 October 1962

A major confronta+on between the US and the Soviet Union has 

taken place ini+ally in Cuba, named as the Cuban Missile Crisis. 

Nikita Khrushchev located a nuclear warhead in Cuba. As a 

retalia+on, the US located nuclear warheads to Turkey and Italy. This 

very event culminated in the removal of the warheads from the 

countries.

1968

NPT declared to promote coopera+on in the peaceful uses of 

nuclear energy and to further the goal of achieving nuclear 

disarmament and general and complete disarmament.

1995 UN members decided that the NPT should con+nue in force 

indefinitely.

1996 UN members agreed to declare the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-

Ban Treaty.

 “Index.htm.” index.htm, n.d. hQp://www.uscoldwar.com/.86
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- Russian Federa+on 

The Soviet Union tested its first nuclear weapon in 1949. This crash project was developed 

par+ally with informa+on obtained via espionage during and a[er World War II. The Soviet 

Union was the second na+on to have developed and tested a nuclear weapon. A[er its 

dissolu+on in 1991, the Soviet weapons entered officially into the possession of the Russian 

Federa+on. The Soviet nuclear arsenal contained some 45,000 warheads at its peak (in 

1986); the Soviet Union built about 55,000 nuclear warheads since 1949.  90

- People’s Republic of China 

China tested its first nuclear weapon device in 1964. The weapon was developed as a 

deterrent against both the United States and the Soviet Union. It tested its first hydrogen 

bomb in 1967. China is the only NPT nuclear-weapon state to give an unqualified nega+ve 

security assurance with its "no first use" policy.  91

- France 

France tested its first nuclear weapon in 1960, based mostly on its research. It was 

mo+vated by the Suez Crisis diploma+c tension vis-à-vis both the Soviet Union and its allies, 

the United States and the United Kingdom. It was also relevant to retain great power status, 

alongside the United Kingdom, during the post-colonial Cold War. France tested its first 

hydrogen bomb in 1968. France signed the Nuclear Non-Prolifera+on Treaty in 1992.  In 92

January 2006, President Jacques Chirac stated that a terrorist act or the use of weapons of 

mass destruc+on against France would result in a nuclear counteraQack.  In February 2015, 93

President Francois Hollande stressed the need for a nuclear deterrent in "a dangerous 

world." He also detailed the French deterrent as "fewer than 300" nuclear warheads, three 

sets of 16 submarine-launched ballis+c missiles, and 54 medium-range air-to-surface 

missiles" and urged other states to show similar transparency.  94

 “Stalin and the Bomb: The Soviet Union and Atomic Energy, 1939-1956.” The SHAFR Guide Online, n.d. 90

hQps://doi.org/10.1163/2468-1733_shafr_sim140110048. 
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- United Kingdom (UK) 

The United Kingdom tested its first nuclear weapon in 1952. The UK collaborated closely 

with the United States during the cold war. The UK maintained a fleet of V bomber strategic 

bombers and ballis+c missile submarines (SSBNs) equipped with nuclear weapons during the 

Cold War. In the context of the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Ac+on, the UK is by the United 

States and had contributed to the naval blockade to the Hormuz Strait. 

- Pakistan 

Pakistan also is not a party to the Nuclear Non-Prolifera+on Treaty. Pakistan covertly 

developed nuclear weapons over decades, beginning in the late 1970s. Pakistan first delved 

into nuclear power a[er the establishment of its first nuclear power plant.  As of early 95

2013, Pakistan was es+mated to have had a stockpile of around 140 warheads,  And in 96

November 2014, it was projected that by 2020 Pakistan would have enough fissile material 

for 200 warheads.  97

- India 

India is not a party to the Nuclear Non-Prolifera+on Treaty. India tested what it called a 

"peaceful nuclear explosive" in 1974. The test was the first test developed a[er the crea+on 

of the NPT and created new ques+ons about how civilian nuclear technology could be 

diverted secretly to weapons purposes. India's secret development caused great concern 

and anger, par+cularly from na+ons that had supplied its nuclear reactors for peaceful and 

power genera+ng needs, such as Canada.  98

- Democra+c People’s Republic of Korea (North Korea) 

North Korea was a party to the Nuclear Non-Prolifera+on Treaty, but announced a 

withdrawal on January 10, 2003, a[er the United States accused it of having a secret 

 “Pakistan's Nuclear Weapons Program.” Pakistan's Nuclear Weapons Program – The Beginning, n.d. hQp://95

www.nuclearweaponarchive.org/Pakistan/PakOrigin.html.
   “Status of World Nuclear Forces.” Federa+on of American Scien+sts, n.d. hQps://web.archive.org/web/96

20180124145358/hQps://fas.org/issues/nuclear-weapons/status-world-nuclear-forces/.
 P+. "Pakistan to Have 200 Nuclear Weapons by 2020: the US Think Tank - Times of India." The Times of India, 97

n.d. hQps://+mesofindia.india+mes.com/world/pakistan/Pakistan-to-have-200-nuclear-weapons-by-2020-US-
think-tank/ar+cleshow/45250170.cms.

 Smiling Buddha' on 18 May 1974, the First Nuclear Explosion Conducted by India." 18 May 1974 - Smiling 98

Buddah: CTBTO Preparatory Commission, n.d. hQps://www.ctbto.org/specials/tes+ng-+mes/18-may-1974-
smiling-buddah. 
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uranium enrichment program and cut off energy assistance under the 1994 Agreed 

Framework. In 2018, North Korea announced a halt in nuclear weapons tests and made a 

condi+onal commitment to denucleariza+on of the Korean Peninsula. 

- Israel 

Israel is widely believed to have been the sixth country in the world to develop nuclear 

weapons but has not acknowledged its nuclear forces. It had "rudimentary, but deliverable," 

atomic weapons available as early as 1966. Israel is not a party to the NPT, which contains 

the state from external support in the context of nuclear energy; even Israel is very in favor 

of nuclear development and researches. According to the Natural Resources Defense Council 

and the Federa+on of American Scien+sts, Israel likely possesses around 75–200 nuclear 

weapons under its mandate.  99

- South Africa 

South Africa produced six nuclear weapons in the 1980s but dismantled them in the early 

1990s. In 1979, there was a detec+on of a puta+ve covert atomic test in the Indian Ocean, 

called the Vela incident. It has long been speculated that it was a test by Israel, in 

collabora+on with and support of South Africa, though this has never been confirmed. South 

Africa could not have constructed such a nuclear bomb un+l  In November 1979, two 100

months a[er the "double flash" incident, South Africa signed the Nuclear Non-Prolifera+on 

Treaty in 1991.  101

- Iran 

Iran is a cri+cal country upon the issue of nuclear prolifera+on in the Middle East and has 

just excluded itself from the imposi+ons of the JCPOA un+l the interna+onal sanc+ons on 

Iran are li[ed. That would escalate the tensions both regionally and interna+onally.   

Iran had been a pivotal country for the agenda of the United Na+ons concerning the nuclear 

armament. UN has li[ed its sanc+ons instantly a[er the adop+on of the JCPOA and 

demanded the restric+on of the uranium enrichment of the Iranian Republic. The next era, 

which the interna+onal community will be able to witness the tensions between the US and 

 “Nuclear Weapons.” Nuclear Weapons- Israel, n.d. hQps://fas.org/nuke/guide/israel/nuke/index.html99
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 “Nuclear Weapons Program.” Nuclear Weapons Program - South Africa, n.d. hQps://fas.org/nuke/guide/rsa/101

nuke/index.html.
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Iran, is likely to be very decisive in the context of the interna+onal sanc+ons put against Iran 

and for the sake of the nuclear purifica+on in the Middle East. 

F. Previous Case Studies Concerning the Agenda 

10 January 2002 General Assembly First CommiQee 56th Session Resolu+on on 74. Agenda 

Item (A/56/536): This resolu+on, passed in 2002, does not only address nuclear weapons. 

The C sec+on of the resolu+on is directly named “REDUCING NUCLEAR DANGER." In the 

same way, the A sec+on now refers to the NPT. Generally speaking, it can also be seen that it 

is intended to produce a solu+on related to nuclear arming. 

6 December 2006 General Assembly First CommiQee 61st Session Resolu+on on 90. Agenda 

Item (A/61/394) & 2 December 2011 General Assembly First CommiQee 66th Session 

Resolu+on on 98. Agenda Item (A/66/412): These two resolu+on papers men+oned above, 

the decision was made to hold the review conferences of the NPT, which is planned to be 

taken directly every five years. (36) (37) 

28 April 2004 United Na+ons Security Council 4956th Mee+ng Resolu+on 1540 (S/RES/

1540): The resolu+on paper issued by the United Na+ons Security Council includes decisions 

on reducing the number of nuclear weapons. The decisions mainly focused  on the issue of 

non-governmental nuclear weapons: 

1. Decides that all States shall refrain from providing any form of support to non-

State actors that aQempt to develop, acquire, manufacture, possess, transport, 

transfer or use nuclear, chemical or biological weapons and their means of 102

delivery;  103

2. Decides also that all States, in accordance with their na+onal procedures, shall 

adopt and enforce appropriate, effec+ve laws which prohibit any non-State actor to 

manufacture, acquire, possess, develop, transport, transfer or use nuclear, chemical 

or biological weapons and their means of delivery, in par+cular for terrorist 

purposes, as well as aQempts to engage in any of the foregoing ac+vi+es, par+cipate 

in them as an accomplice, assist or finance them;  104

 Financial Ac+on Task Force Groupe d'ac+on financière. hQp://www.fa�-gafi.org/media/fa�/documents/102

reports/Typologies%20Report%20on%20Prolifera+on%20Financing.pdf
 ibid103

 “United Na+ons Official Document.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons, n.d. hQps://www.un.org/ga/search/104

view_doc.asp?symbol=S/RES/1540 (2004).
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Treaty on the Prohibi+on of Nuclear Weapons: By the resolu+on 71/258 of the United 

Na+ons General Assembly, the interna+onal community decided to convene a conference on 

the ques+on of the global nuclear disarmament within the contribu+on of the Interna+onal 

(Non) Governmental Organiza+ons. This very treaty includes various restric+ons concerning 

the use of Nuclear Weapons. The Treaty also obliges States par+es to provide adequate 

assistance to individuals affected by the use or tes+ng of nuclear weapons, as well as to take 

necessary and appropriate measure of environmental remedia+on in areas under its 

jurisdic+on or control contaminated as a result of ac+vi+es related to the tes+ng or use of 

nuclear weapons.  105

G. Points a Resolu=on Should Cover 

• What amendments shall be made to the NPT in order to increase the effec+veness 

of the Treaty? 

• What is the role of diplomacy in preven+ng the tensions which are likely to lead to 

a nuclear catastrophe? 

• How can the tensions between the US and Iran be mediated? (Referring to the 

recent statements by Iran which indicate that Iran will not comply with the 2015 

Nuclear Deal (JCPOA)) 

• How could the Joint Comprehensive Plan of Ac+on be reviewed in order to 

mi+gate the impacts of the tensions, especially in the Persian Gulf? 

• What is the level of the conflict in the Jammu Kashmir region? (India and Pakistan 

are both states who did not sign NPT, and if the tensions rise again that may lead 

to a nuclear catastrophe) 

• How could the regional approach of the NWFZ be expanded? (Increasing the 

number of the countries who ra+fied the trea+es under the NWFZ) 

• Should there be an emergency plan in case of a nuclear aQack? (mi+ga+ng the 

effects of the atomic radia+on?) If so, to what extent? 

• How could the nuclear non-aggression be ensured in the Middle East (sustaining a 

diploma+c approach to the issue) 

 “Treaty on the Prohibi+on of Nuclear Weapons – UNODA.” United Na+ons. United Na+ons. Accessed 105

January 4, 2020. hQps://www.un.org/disarmament/wmd/nuclear/tpnw/. 
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• How could an interna+onal standard ground be approached in order to maintain a 

full transparent nuclear program for peaceful aims? 

• What must be the diploma+c approach of the United Na+ons in case of a viola+on 

of NPT (Instead of pu�ng sanc+ons, changing the stance shall be beneficial in 

order to mediate the process as a neutral organiza+on) 

• What is the importance of the inspec+on in the context of the nuclear armament 

(the ques+on of the non-signatory countries being able not to be inspected upon 

their nuclear programme) 

H. Further Readings 

• A very informa+onal document regarding the NPT and the reflec+on of the history 

upon the implementa+on of NPT shall be accessed via the following link: 

o hQps://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/Reflec+ons-on-treaty-on-non-

prolifera+on-of-nuclear-weapons.pdf 

• United Na+ons resolu+on that ini+ated the NWFZ process shall be accessed via: 

o hQps://www.un.org/en/ga/search/view_doc.asp?symbol=A/RES/3472(XXX) 

• A very informa+onal ar+cle upon the Cold War and Nuclear Armament Race process 

can be obtained via the following link: 

o hQps://lagunita.stanford.edu/asset-

v1:Engineering+NuclearBrink+Fall2016+type@asset+block/

Nuclear_Weapons_and_the_Escala+on_of_the_Cold_War.pdf 

• Assessment of the Interna+onal aspect of the JCPOA shall be comprehended by the 

ar+cle aQached in the following link: 

o hQps://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/2347798916633294 
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