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Pertinent Data
· Iran has the largest number of Shi’a Muslims in the world.  Shiites are about 90% of the country’s population.  
· The vast majority of Iranians are Persians who speak Farsi.  They are not Arabs and are proud of their 
Persian history and culture.

· Sunni majority Arab states such as Saudi Arabia, often oppose components of Iranian foreign policy and actions.
· Nuclear energy reactors producing electricity require uranium-235 enriched to 3-5% and up to 20% for other civilian energy use (ie., medical use). Nuclear weapons require 90% uranium-235 enrichment, so enrichment processes past 20% is a viable indication of nuclear weaponization research.
· Uranium-235 enrichment is a very technical, time consuming, and expensive process. 

· Alleged Iranian nuclear weapons research or production facilities are often deep underground or in the side of mountains at: Natanz, Arak, Isfahan, and Qom.
   •     The International Atomic Energy Agency’s Nov., 2011 report estimated Iran could have at     
least several workable nuclear weapons by 2013.

• 
Iran has ballistic missiles that can reach Israel, Turkey, Arab Gulf states, and Southeast 
Europe, but lack accuracy.

• 
In 1981, an Israeli, pre-emptive, air strike destroyed the Osirak nuclear weapons research 
facility in Iraq. Israel 
also destroyed the similar, al-Kibar nuclear weapons facility in Deir 
Alzour, Syria in 2007.  North Korea is believed to have aided in building the al-Kibar 
facility in Syria.

· In February of 2013 Iran participated in diplomatic, nuclear issues talks with the United States, Russia, Britain, Germany, China, and Kazakhstan.

· After the talks concluded Iranian president Mahmoud Ahmadinejad announced the expansion of Iran’s nuclear fuel production.
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In May of 2013 the United Sates imposed additional sanctions (restrictions or punishments) on foreign aid to Iran. 
· In June of 2013 Iran elected Hassan Rouhani as their new president.
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In August of 2013, President Hassan Rouhani mentions that Iran is ready for “serious negotiations” in regards to their nuclear program. 
· Iran currently has 17 active nuclear facilities.

   •     20% of the world’s oil flows via large oil tankers out of the Persian Gulf through the Strait of 
Hormuz.

  • 
The U.S. navy, along w/ its North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) allies, provide 
world-wide protection for sea based trade and commercial ships, such as oil tankers and large 
cargo container ships going in and out of the Persian Gulf through the Straits of Hormuz.
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History
The Islamic Republic of Iran’s nuclear program was established in the late 1950’s, as a part of President’s Dwight D. Eisenhower’s Atoms for Peace program. The program was instituted for the purpose of competing with the Soviet Union in the growing arms race between the two states. In 1967 the Iranian government, under the control of the Shah Mohammad Reza Pahlavi, established the Tehran Nuclear Research Center (TNRC) and the Atomic Energy Cooperation of Iran (AEOI). 

The United States supplied these centers with state of the art research reactors, which were powered by highly enriched uranium. However, by the 1970’s several western countries including the United States began to lose interest in Iran’s nuclear program and withdrew their support. 

With the Iranian Revolution in 1979 and the seizure of US hostages, nearly all diplomatic relations between the United States and Iran were halted. When the Ayatollah Ali Khomeini assumed control of Iran after the revolution he suspended all of Iran’s nuclear research, considering these weapons to be evil and unlawful in the religion of Islam.  A turning point occurred during the Iran-Iraq War (1980-1988) when Iran became aware of Iraq’s nuclear program. In fear of Iraq, the Ayatollah Khomeini secretly relaunched Iran’s nuclear program. 
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Following Ayatollah Ruhallah Khamenei’s death in 1989, the Iranian government reinvigorated their nuclear program with the assistance of Pakistan and Germany. The Iranian nuclear program seemed primitive until in 1995, when Iranian leaders signed an $8 million nuclear contract with Russia. The purpose of this contract was to have Iran build two white light reactors at a rapid pace. 

With the United States fearing Iran’s capabilities to build a nuclear weapon, the US imposed sanctions on foreign countries and companies making investments in Iran. In 2002 intelligence discovered a secret uranium enrichment plant and a heavy water plant in Iran.  As a result, the international community enforced stricter guidelines in inspecting nuclear sites. 

In 2005, Iran elected Mahmoud Ahmadinejad as President. Known for being an influential politician and staunch conservative, President Ahmadinejad championed Iran’s nuclear program and ignored the United Nations Security Council’s orders to suspend the program. President Ahmadinejad caused great tension and controversy when he said, “Israel should be wiped of the map”. The quote made Israel and many countries fear that Iran’s nuclear program would be used only for destructive purposes. 
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 Overhead view of Iranian Nuclear Facilities 
Starting in July of 2006, the UN Security Council passed Resolution 1616, which instructed Iran to suspend their uranium enrichment program. However, days before the program was to be suspended, Iran opened a heavy water reactor in Arak, Iran. This action made the international community reevaluate the situation and in late December of that year the UN Security Council imposed a first round of sanctions, directed at banning the imports and exports of materials used in the production of uranium enrichment.  Diplomatic talks with Iran, the United States, Britain, France, China, and Russia commenced in 2008 but were quickly stalemated when Iran refused to suspend their nuclear ambitions and reform there nuclear program. 

Fourth Round of U.N. Security Council sanctions on Iran, June 2010 - These measures prohibited Iran from buying heavy weapons such as attack helicopters and missiles. They also toughened rules on financial transactions with Iranian banks and increased the number of Iranian individuals and companies that are targeted with asset freezes and travel bans. There is a new framework of cargo inspections to detect and stop Iran's acquisition of illicit materials. The sanctions were passed after being watered down during negotiations by Russia and China. 12 in Favor, 2 Against (Brazil, Turkey), 1 Abstention (Lebanon)


Recently, the 120 Non-Aligned Movement countries (neutral during the Cold War) in the United Nations announced their support for Iran’s right to nuclear technology for civilian purposes - aligning the clear majority of the U.N.192 members in support of Iran’s nuclear program. The focus on Iran raised the concern and anger of some member states that see Israel's nuclear program as getting a free pass. Many members of the Non-Aligned Movement have, long derided the fact that Israel, a non-Nuclear Proliferation (spread) Treaty (NPT) member, has a nuclear weapons program, as a double standard. The Syrian case is especially bitter for NAM states, given Israel's role in destroying the al-Kibar facility in Syria.


Iran's nuclear program has encountered several unconventional threats, including the assassination of prominent nuclear scientists and deliberate sabotage. In November 2010, two separate motorcycle attackers targeted Iranian nuclear scientists Majid Shahriari and Fereydoun Abbassi. Shahriari was killed and Abbassi seriously wounded. These assassination attempts followed a wave of earlier deaths, disappearances, defections and other incidents involving Iranian nuclear scientists.


Also in 2010, Stuxnet - a computer worm or virus, was discovered in Iran.  It is believed to have been created by the United States and Israel to attack Iran's nuclear facilities, deliberately targeting "high-value infrastructure" in Iran, including either the Bushehr Nuclear Power Plant or the Natanz nuclear facility, seriously disrupting the complex process of enriching uranium-235.

The November, 2011 report on Iran’s nuclear program by the UN’s watchdog, the International Atomic Energy Agency, was its most alarming yet. Although no “smoking gun” proves beyond doubt that Iran is developing nuclear weapons, intelligence sources estimate that if Iran opted to “break out” from the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), it could have at least one workable weapon by early 2013 and a few more about six months later.


On Dec. 31st, 2011 U.S. president Barack Obama signed into law measures passed with large majorities in Congress that included barring foreign firms dealing with the Central Bank of Iran, the agency for half the country’s oil-related transactions, from access to America’s financial system. The value of the Iranian rial against the dollar promptly fell by 12% - and continues to fall. The intended effect of this new sanction is to force countries such as Japan and China that are major purchasers of Iranian oil to choose between continuing to buy it and keeping access to the American market for their exports.


Iran, which receives 80% of its revenues from oil exports, has been hard hit. The European Union recently joined the U.S. sanctions against Iranian oil exports.   Iran’s economy is increasingly weakened, with higher food prices, less food available, and inflation reducing other consumer buying.

Present Situation

The varying political and social ideologies and the common mistrust shared by the Untied States and Iran has made the Iranian nuclear conflict an extremely delicate and controversial situation. Iran still continues to stress that its nuclear program is solely being used for civil purposes, such as for sustainable energy. On the other hand, the United States, along with other western countries, fears that Iran is using their nuclear technology and capabilities to build a nuclear weapon. Through the passing of the UN Security Council Resolution of 1984 there has been a spike in U.N. International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) inspections on Iran and the United States has continued to bolster economic sanctions (punishments). The main goal of these sanctions is to isolate Iran economically from producing a nuclear weapon. As a result, these sanctions have gravely weakened Iran’s economy, but even with the sanctions in place Iran has shown no desire to end their nuclear bid. 
With the election of Hassan Rouhani in June of 2013, diplomatic talks on the nuclear program seem more likely. Right after President Rouhani was inaugurated in August of 2013, he mentioned the importance of establishing diplomatic talks with the United States and other countries to relieve tensions surrounding the program. However, even with a new elected leader there remains a large amount of mistrust toward Iran, and Israel, in particular, still fears Iran’s motives.  A key concern that remains at the core of the issue revolves around the “zone of immunity”. The former Minister of Defense of Israel Ehud Barak coined the term “as a point when Iran’s nuclear knowhow, raw materials, experience, and equipment will be such that an attack could not derail a nuclear project.” In simpler terms the concept refers to the idea that soon Iran will have such an advanced nuclear program that no other country will be able to defeat their might. Even with talks under way, in the spring, the IAEA reported that Iran has advanced their nuclear bid and now has the potential to produce plutonium. 
The primary concern for the Security Council surrounds sanctions. Would adding more sanctions on Iran add enough economic pressure that Iran would have no option but reform their nuclear program? Or would removing the sanctions bring about a substantial change? 
UN History
Since 2006 the United Nations Security Council has had numerous talks and active negotiations on Iran’s nuclear development. Thus far the Security Council has passed seven resolutions in regards to the nuclear program: 
Resolution 1696: Adopted on July 31st 2006, this resolution demanded the suspension of Iran’s uranium enrichment program. The Security Council acted under Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter, which allows it to determine the existence of any threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression.
Resolution 1737: Adopted on December 23rd 2006, Resolution 1737 acted as a follow up resolution after the Iranian government refused to suspend their uranium enrichment program. This resolution placed various sanction on Iran’s nuclear program, including demanding Iran’s cooperation with the IAEA, ending nuclear cooperation, and freezing the assets of various individuals and organizations who were involved with Iran’s nuclear program.

Resolution 1747: Adopted on March 24th, 2007, this resolution further expanded the current sanctions imposed on Iran. 

Resolution 1803: Adopted on March 3rd, 2008, this resolution extended the sanctions enforced in resolution 1696 and 1747, to encompass travel restrictions, and called for the suspension of any research related to centrifuges or uranium enrichment programs.

Resolution 1835: Adopted on September 27th, 2008, this resolution reaffirmed the previous four resolutions that had been passed by the Security Council.

Resolution 1929: Adopted on June 9th, 2010, this resolution called for a complete arms embargo on Iran, authorized the inspection of Iranian shipments, and banned Iran from utilizing ballistic missiles. This resolution passed with a 12-2 vote in the Security Council. Brazil and Turkey voted against the resolution, while Lebanon chose to abstain.

Resolution 1984: Adopted on June 8th, 2011, this resolution reinforced the doctrine set forth in Resolution 1929. The resolution mandated that the increase in weapons of mass destruction is a threat to peace and stability.
Key Concerns

· If the United States were to remove the sanctions placed on Iran, would this have a positive or negative effect on the relations between the two countries? How would it affect Iran’s nuclear program?
· Does Iran have the responsibility to enrich Uranium for civil purposes?

· Is the continued use of sanctions productive in preventing Iran from building a nuclear weapon? Are more sanctions necessary and does Iran need to be more strictly regulated? 

· If foreign intervention were to be allowed, at what point would it infringe upon Iran’s sovereignty?
· Should the “zone of immunity” be a primary concern for other countries? 

· Do the current sanctions and embargos infringe upon rights of citizens within Iran?  
· Should the realization and acceptance of all nuclear negotiations be focused on a guarantee that the Iranian Nuclear development be used for peaceful purposes?
· Is a frequent dialogue needed for Iran and other countries to avoid further isolation and mistrust necessary? 
Key Opinions

Iran: Iran continually stresses that their nuclear program’s sole purpose is one of a civil 
nature. 
The nation state has stressed that “the age of nuclear bombs is over and producing a 
nuclear weapon would be useless.” Iran has stated that it is strictly opposed to the sanctions 
set forth by the UN Security Council, on the grounds that the sanctions hurt both the medical 
and financial sectors of Iran. Iranian officials and diplomats state that Iran has the right to 
nuclear research for improved nuclear generated electricity; as a deterrent against a western 
or Israeli military attack; for national pride; a reflection of its technological and scientific 
sophistication; as a symbol of sovereign rights; and a sign of becoming a rising, regional 
power like Pakistan, India, or North 
Korea.  Iranian leaders believe Khadiffi was foolish to 
give up Libya’s nuclear weapons. Iran believes the nuclear weapons might have been used as 
a preventative threat to stop the NATO bombing that help overthrow Khadaffi, leading to his 
death at the hand of Libyan rebels.
· Israel: Israel takes great concern towards Iran’s nuclear program and has cited it as being an “existential threat” to the well being of Israeli people. Since President Ahmadinejad of Iran stated in 2004 that, “Israel should be wiped off the map” Israel has viewed Iran as their primary enemy and has warned the international community that Israel will seek military action if Iran threatens the well being of Israel. 
· China: In recent years the People’s Republic of China has only been indirectly involved in Iran’s nuclear program. China has placed Iran as their second largest oil provider, making up roughly 15% of China’s annual imports. However, with the extremist view points coming out of Iran, China’s Prime Minister We Jiabao stated that he “adamantly opposes Iran developing and possessing nuclear weapons.”
· France: France has been greatly concerned with Iran’s refusal to comply with the regulations set forth in the passed resolutions and Iran’s repeated refusal to allow IAEA inspectors into its nuclear power plants. As a result France views Iran as a threat to regional security and is in favor of placing new sanctions on Iran and stresses the importance of Iran cooperating in international negotiations. 
· Russia: For several decades Iran has been an ally for Russia. Iran has minimized the presence of third world countries in Russia’s affairs and has helped deter drug and human trafficking into Russia. Russia also has an economic interest in Iran and does not view Iran’s nuclear program as a global threat. 
· United States: The United States has speculations that the Iran’s nuclear program has the capability to produce nuclear weapons. Currently there is a great amount of mistrust between the United States and Iran; for the US this has been motivated by Iran’s refusal to comply with the resolution previously passed by the United Nations Security Council. As a result the United States continues to support new sanctions on Iran, along with the need for diplomatic talks between the two countries. 
· Pakistan: Pakistan has remained largely neutral with Iran in regards to nuclear weapons. Pakistan is Iran’s neighbor to the west, and through the decades Pakistan has regularly supported Iran, such as they did during the Iran-Iraq War (1980-1988). Pakistani officials have stated that Pakistan is complacent with regard to Tehran acquiring nuclear capability for energy uses.
· United Kingdom: The United Kingdom, along the United States and France, is in support of imposing new sanctions on Iran. Relations between the two countries have been considerably strained recently due to England’s public disapproval of Iran, which led to the storming of the British embassy in Tehran in November of 2011. 
The Council

The United Nations Security Council was established in 1946, in order maintain international peace and security. The council is composed of five permanent members (US, France, UK, China, and Russia) which all have the ability to veto a resolution. This provision was created for the purpose of attracting larger, powerful countries such as the US and UK to join the UN, for the purpose of establishing a stronger, more suitable organization, that could sustain longer than the short lived League of Nations.   The non-permanent members of the Security Council are comprised of 10 elected rotating states with two-year term limits. 
The current 10 non-permanent members of the Security Council are Azerbaijan, India, South Africa, Columbia, Morocco, Togo, Germany, Pakistan, Portugal, and Guatemala. The United Nations Security Council is also composed of states that are invited to the council often because they are concerned with the issue being debated. These states and periodically NGOs have the ability to vote on amendments but have no voting rights on the passing of resolutions. 


The United Nations Security Council deals with issues related to maintaining the security and safety of the international community. The Security Council is the only U.N. council or committee that may initiate economic sanctions, peacekeeping operations, military actions, or any other direct intervention in a state. When states join the United Nations, they agree to abide by the resolutions passed in the Security Council.


The Security Council’s has a wide range of options to insure international security.  They include:

• Acquire additional information about a conflict or potential conflict

• Request information from other U.N. related agencies (ie. IAEA, Human Rights Council)

• Investigate the presence of banned weapons or weapons of mass destruction

• Request states or parties provide information about war crimes or attempts at genocide in disputed 
territories or states

• Investigate possible violations of international humanitarian law

• Call for an immediate cease-fire between combatants in a conflict (civil war or war between 
countries)

• Call for negotiations, suggest a peace plan, and/or provide a trained peace negotiator/diplomat

• Invite the logical, regional transnational organization (ie., African Union, Arab League, European 
Union, NATO, ASEAN, OAS) to provide expertise, negotiators, peace keepers, aid workers, 
financial or military assistance

• Impose a no fly zone patrolled by a regional military alliance

• Impose a trade embargo on one or several states or parties in the dispute

• Authorize a naval blockade by a regional military alliance

• Establish a U.N. peacekeeping force – lightly armed to preserve a peace agreement

• Establish “safe areas” for refugees and provide relief services to refugees fleeing the conflict, with 
the assistance of various international aid organizations

• Authorize military force against one or both parties in the dispute or conflict, reflecting the U.N. 
“Responsibility to Protect” doctrine

• Establish an international criminal tribunal to try persons responsible for war crimes and crimes 
against humanity in the disputed area

• Establish a compensation commission to give money to the victims of the conflict

• Call upon the U.N. Peace building Commission to work with international non-government 
organizations to help 
rebuild war torn states and territories.
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