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Introduction

Thist opi ¢ is concerned wi egham,lthe arogéas consists bfe a r
several research sitesiranium mine, a nuclear reactor, and several uranium processing facilities.
The topic calls on del e g aiiclading theodisawery ofea second r a n &
enrichment plant nea@om. Delegates should bear in mind the reports published by the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). Initjallg IAEA reported that there was no reason
to believe that Iran was seeking nuclear weapons. After the discovery of the second enrichment
plant that Iran withheld from the IAEA and the international community, the IAEA reported that it
was no | onger certain that I rands program was

When discussing |Irands nucl ear pstaodijpgcd m, de
the background of the program, which was developed with the assistance of manyrehthe
Security Council members. The topic requires delegates to be familiar with the Nuclear Non
Proliferation Treaty. Moreover, this topic is not unretatéfite economic concerns that some of
t he Counci l member s have. Del egates may want
the same time satisfying the economic needs of countries that are economically invested in Iran
such as Russia and China

In 2006, Iran was reported to the United Nations Security Council. Members of the Security
Council passed Resolution 1737 in December@a6idg sanctions on Iran. Since that resolution,

Iran hasbeen a frequent topic of discussion for Skeeurity Guncil. When tackling this topic,
delegates shoukkaminethe previous actions of the international community and the different
initiatives adopted. These include the 2003 Tehran Agreement, the 2@@dean=nt, and the

sanctions imposed by Resolutd@37. This will allow delegates to reflect on what has and has not
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wor ked when dealing with I rands nuclear enric

solutions they will be proposing.

Background

l rands nucl ear pwhenéhrala kohamengdaReza Pahlavild@ddréd the
establishment of a nuclear research center at Tehran University (Jahanpour, 2009). In the early
1960s, it was the United States that supplied this facility with a research reactor and other materials
necessary foréhprogram to come to fruition (Jahanpour, 2009). The Shah subsequently announced
an ambitious plan to build 23 nuclear power reactors by thealpB®sthanations such abke
United Statesiewedas oOgr andi ose, 6 but n o ®6). Bhis mekrofifao us t
perceived threat may be due in large part to the belief, throughout the 1970s, that Iran was not
seeking technologies to enrich or reprocess its own fuel and did not seerartgittawntion of
developing nuclear weapons (Squas€i08).2Aided by the United States, France, and Germany,

Iran began construction on its first nuclear power plant in 1975 in the city of Bushehr (Hamilton,
2004).

Central to the assumption that Iran would not seek to develop nuclear weapons was that the
country was, and remains, a party to the NucleaPNwifieration Treaty (NPT) (Squassoni, 2006;

Uni ted Nations, 2005) . The NPT is 0a corner.
international legal agreement that commits states to nucleamutisdymiad it set precedent for

limiting the proliferation of nuclear weapons (U.S. State Department, 2009; Williams & Wolfsthal,
2005). Tk treaty consists of 188 memb#tes and only onestate North Korea, has ever

withdrawnfrom the treaty after beming a party to (Williams & Wolfsthal, 2005).
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The development of the Iranian nuclear progtagnateduring the interim between the
Iranian revolutiomf 1979 and the Iraimag War, which ended 1988 (Squassoni, 2006). Ayatollah
Khomeini, the leat who emerged from the Iranian revolution of 1979, publicly expressed
senti ment opposing the nuclear program, going
|l sl am6 (Hamilton, 2 0 0 4 )missio®vad staled baclkelevamt eeseardhe | r a
and construction continued in Tehran atttie Bushehr nuclear facility (Hamilton, 2004). It is also
worth noting that the posévolution era would signify a dramatic shift in politicafidfi@s the
United States, France, Germany,Buitdin to Russia, China, Pakistan, and North Rdi@ahe
Iranian government (Hamilton, 2004).

The United States convinced the IAEA to cease aidirigdumhear program in the early
1980s, but the Iraniasgneda gr e eme nt s wi t h AtémicdEerergy Commigs®niMNat i o
1988 to receive highly enriched uranium (Barletta & Ellington, 1998). By 1993, Iran had also begun
partnerships with China to supply fusion reactors, and with Russia to assist in research pertinent to
t he nucl ear opmenp(dphaapoud, 2009).eAvyeal, later announced that itowld
complete the Bushehr nuclear facility before the end of the decade (Jahanpour, 2009).

The IAEA inspections since 2003 have, however, retieaiédn has been carrying out
nuclear aadtities, distinct from the NRdompliant operations at Bushehr and which the Iranian
government has not declared to any supranational body, for at least tweintgylygiagaranium
enrichment and plutonium separation efforts (see map below) (Sqaag&jniEvidence of
clandestine uraniuanrichment and heawater production facilities, in particular, led to grave
concerns on the part of the United States, as well as the other IAEA parties (Meier & Quille, 2005).
As a consequence, Iran agreed witm@&ey, France, and the UK (BYto suspend certain

sensitive activities in the 2003 Tehran Agreement (Meier & Quille, 2005; Squassoni, 2006). The
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agreement broke down in June 2004, when Iran announced that it would resume producing uranium

hexafluoride ah centrifuges used in the enriching of uranium (Meier & Quille, 2005). The

negotiations between Iran and theEtumulated in the 2004 Paris Agreement, which consisted of

|l rands reaffirmation that o0it doedIAEBAO2004,and wi
Squassoni, 2006).
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CCamegic Endowment for International Peace, Deadly Arsenals (2005), www.ProliferationNews.org
*The picture above maps the layout of the Iranian nuclear program and was found

http://cricketdiane.wordpress.com/2009/09/26/iraucleanweaponprogramclandestinauclear

programsgooseygooseynucleatatomiecmaterialsecurityfor-over40-yearsaroundthe-world/
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The #tuation was exacerbated in September 2005, when a report by IAEA chief Mohamed
elBaradei confirmed that Iran had resumediium conversion at Isfahan; newly eldctedan
President Mahmoud Ahmadinejad later stated that his government would sr&msfetatige of
nuclear technology to other Muslim nations (Jahanpour, 2009). The IAEA Board of Governors
declared that Iran was noncompliant with regards to the NPT in 2006 (Squassoni, 2006). The UN
Security Council passed Resolution 1737 later theesaanme y bl oc ki ng ot he i mj
sensitive nuclear material and equipment and freezing the financial assets of persons or entities
supporting its proliferation of sensitive nuclear activities or the development ofveagear

delivery&syusti ems&€ouncil Tightenso

Current Status

The current status of the Iranian nuclear program is one of contentious debate and
di sagreement. While I rands | eadership purport
an alternative means ofhgeating electricity so that the country can sell its oil supply abroad,
American and European officials still suspect the government of planning to build nuclear weapons
@O0l rands Nu i MaerecenPevenmty, maudidg American intelligencesrigabrsuggest
that I ran has created enough nucl ear fuel t o
do not suggest the amelioration of the condéitter (Newdo | r an ds Nu Q. llr@anan Prog
PresidentMahmoud Ahmadinejad (frontdacenter in picture below), also continues to publicly

promote his support of the countryds nucl ear
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*The above picture of Iranian Presiddast h moud Ahmadi nejad examining
nuclear facilities was attained fidgtp://www.newsweek.com/id/146164

With the United Nations having recognized that the sanctions and requirements of
Resolutions 1696 (2006), 1737 (2006), and 1747 (2007) did not deter Iran from developing its
nuclear prgram in a NPT neoomplant manner, the Security Council approved Resolution 1803
in March 20080(Secur i ty C)h UAn tranian rdpmaserative €ldmed that Resolution
1803 did not even meet o0t he minihauepressntatve d ar d s
suggested thatncethe Iranian nuclear program has peaceful intentions and in no manner posed a
threat to international security,t did not fall wit hin Stelcarr S5 ¢ u

Council )l mposesbd
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http://www.newsweek.com/id/146164

In February 2009, tHAEA (2009)published a report of the implementation of the NPT
Safeguards and relevant provisions of Security Council Resolutions 1737, 1747, 1803, and 1835. The
main finding of the report was that Iran still continued to enrich urathéspite the NPT
Safeguards and UN Resolutions (IAEA, 2009). The report also suggested that Iran refused to
provide the IAEA (2009) with design information necessary for the agency to verify the capabilities
and potential of Iranian nuclear facilities.

Seven months laten, September 200Ban revealed to the IAEA that it had been working
on a secret nuclear facility inside a mountain near the holy city af®@omw Secr ey over
The revelation was induced, in part, as a result of three years of investigatoméraithe
United States® mo si Britaim, GFrances dnd isradlig IGordog Bromn,e al | i
Prime Minister of the United Kingdom, had himself declared that the Qom facility was clearly
created for military purposesflow Secr ey &Ewxarcel bating the si
response latan September, publicly suggesting that its Revolutionary Guafolediesissiles
with range adequate to strike Israel, parts of Europe, and American bases in the Persian Gulf
@l rands gNruazmhéear Pr o

An interview conducted by the Council on Foreign RelaBOnSedptember 200%ith
Manouchehr Mottakl, r ands Mi ni st eprovide$ valirable iasigif mto theé gublic r s
viewpoint the Iranians hold with regards to the conflict rgsfitim the nuclear program. He
suggested that the Iranians are cooperating with the international community, and that Iran has no
intentions of withdrawing from the NPT or of cutting off relations with the IAEA (Council on
Foreign Relations, 200®)ottakialsoassertshat Iran is not having its rights,aasember state to
the IAEA and NPT, to develop its nuclear program formiditary purposesspecte@dCouncil on

Foreign Relations, 2009). According to him, the former secrecy of the Qom facitiot iees
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out side the boundaries of Il rands obligations
existence in late 2009 (Council on Foreign Relations, 2009).

Kessler and Warrick (2009), of Washington Patim that the recent censure of lvgn
the board of the | AEA may indicate a new o0ph:
States. They cited a senior U.S. official who
including strengthened cenhdctmnsttosthe tworld, & & does notl r a n ¢
become a owilling partnero6 in its talks rega
2009). China and Russia have also increased their rhetoric in opposition to the recent activities of
|l rands omgualmnearstprt i ng that i1its failure to not.i
of its obligationso6 under the U. N. treaties
2009). On the other hand, the IAEA resolutioncheesly unnerved the mians with the country
now threatening tecale bacits cooperation with the IAEA (Kessler & Warrick, 2009).

Still, what may be the most significant aspect of the recent IAEA resolution is the support it
has warrantettom the representatives of Chimal &Russia (Kessler & Warrick, 2009). A recent
attempt by the U.S. to negotiate with Iranian officials in October of 2009 presented a proposal in
whi ch Russia would convert much of l rands enr
refused to comit to the agreement and has even ceased to agree on the basis of further talks
(Kessler & Warrick, 2009). Russia has thus begun to demonstrate some impatience with the Iranian
government, slowing its cooperation in building the nuclear facility in Bushetalaying the
delivery of missiles to Iran (Kessler & Warrick, 2009).

Moreover, China, even though it had supported and aided in the draft of the most recent
IAEA resolution, has explicitly indicated strengthening economic ties with Iran (Kessterk& Wa

2009). While the U.S., France, and Britain have expressed desires to increase the severity of the

\S57

Jachi9



sanctions, China is unlikely to approve, especially if the sanctions are to have significant effects on
its Iranian oil imports (Branigan, 2009). Ttheng economic ties that China kdth Iran are

reflected by its recent multibillion dollar investment into a new sea oil project in Iran, as well as the
sizabl e porti on oif de@bdromdrans(Bramigan, 2@08).pA drofessdr bfa t
international relations at Renmin University in Chinasdmmep t he couaf myagbeie
China will do a little more, but it will still be a long distance from where especially the US wants to

bed6 (Branigan, 2009).

Slippery Decision

Four of Iran’s largest oil importers participated in talks this week
about possible sanctions against Tehran.

Top Iranian crude-oil export destinations, 2007
Thausands of barrels per day

Japan I 522
China 411
India 374
soutnkores | 25

Italy R o7

France - 131

South Africa 128

Greece 113

Netherlands 93

Spain 79

Other 151

Sources: Global Trade Atlas; Energy Infoemation Administration

*Above image is frommttp://online.wsj.com/article/SB125504663473974875.html
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Even though its strong ally, China, has agreed to the IAEA censure, Iranian President
Mahmoud Ahmadinej ados meelhe IAEA res@utian §Endbriek, 2080 e s ¢
l ranian officials stated that Ahmadi nteenp adods
uranium enrichment sites was a direct response to the IAEA censure (Erdbrink, 2009). Adding to
this insult, the officia further commented that the facilities would be built in mountains, shielded
from military attack (Erdbrink, 2009). Russia, France, and Germany, among otleemekagd
their concern over (Erdbank,@8®9.announced intention

The possibilit of the situation becoming an armed conflict is not out of, estwr. If
Israel would have had its way, the conflict would have already been more than just economic and

political. In 2008, Israel had requested tti@Bush administration provide iithv ecialized

bunkerbusting bombs sthat the Israeli militarg oul d attack Il rands suspe
nuclear weapon® ( r and&s Nu 9.l TheaWhitePHousgeniadnilds requesand also
defl ected | srael ds r ethaileasian nuclear facllity ( roavreds | Nwaql

Prog)x amo

ISRAEL-IRAN WAR SCENARIOS

"! .—.
Fr5C/Dand

n.2N

0.7 tanker KC-70188 "

ISRAEL
17

Cairo
%
8

EGYPT %

%

SAUDI ARABIA

Alternative strike routes

Jordan-Iraq (the s! n .
@ is about 1.750Km to Natanz) Mmm“&hs’m“mm 44
@Gulo bia-Persian Gulfl 4% Main nuclear-relsted facilifid and lsrael's targets " §
(about ) 2 NG Om
Lebencn: by 4 Minor nackear-related facilities Al ~ sulf of Oman
@hbwl 2200k o Estala) BUSHENR (operating) - 1000Mw light-water reactar it
Gulf of Agaba-Sauds Arabia- NATANZ (operatirg) - uranlum enrichment centre 7
Kiavai-Perian Gulf(abo 2400Km) | o 3000t 6000 centifages perting %4
Hostile airspace % Bunker 8-23m doep '-.—_-
B Friendly or neutral airspoce N ESFAHAN (operating) - uranium reconversion centre 2 Dolphin-class submarines
f: ARAK (under constructian) - oMw heavy-water weaponry needed o
Iranian interdiction area % reactor for plutonium activities

16 Harpoon missiles, 130Km range
- Each F151 “Ra’Am” armed with 1 GBU-28 « Each F-361 "Sufa” armed with 1 GBU-28

‘ "bunker buster”, pod LANTIRN (mediuns altitode) “bunker buster”, pod Rafael Liteniag [ (high altitude)
- F-15C/D "Bar" for air superiority - F-16D for electronic warfare

*Above image attained frdnttp://www.flickr.com/photos/mideaststrategy/
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Bloc Positions

The Security Council consists of five permanentbers (the US, UK, France, China, and
Russia) and ten ng@ermanent membersugrentlyAustria, Japan, Mexico, Turkey, Uganda, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Brazil, Gabon, Lebanon, and Nigeria). The five permanent members are the only
countries under the NPthat are identified as having nuclear weapons. Despite the previous
resolutions that were successfully passed, the Security Council has been recently polarized betweer
members urging further sanctions against Iran and those who resist such meadivigsishis
more pronouncecamongst theeto powers. The United Stathg United KingdomandFrance,
along with varioug€uropean countrieg e c ogni z e td civdian dnsclear techtology
(60Transcript: Charl es,hdvevbysaspil ot eusi ewsdy andh
are therefore determined to prevent Iran from producing its own fuel and achieving full enrichment.

Il n | ight of di scovering |l rands | ataest ent
pushing for harsher sanctiolbese countries are open to talks with Iran and have presented Iran
with multiple offerancluding economic improvement options and external fuel production. In fact,
the Obama administration has prioritized direct diplomacy; this said, militaryaaationbdeen
ruled out despite the international community
the presented proposals has frustrated the US and many European, teantrgethem skeptical
of options that do not include sanctioftsscording to Iran, its lack of agreement is attributable to
previous records of France not delivering on its end of the deal.

On the other end of the spectrum, China and Russia have rejected any further sanctions on
Iran and havased their vetoes, or thte of vetoes, forevent the Security Council from acting on
the issue. Both countries do ask that Iran be more transparent in its enrichment program and

cooperate wi t hChinkand RusslaedeEmomically iovested in Iran and see Iran
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