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LETTER FROM THE SECRETARY-GENERAL
Dear Delegates,

Greetings, and thank you for participating in the 21° session of the University of Michigan
Model United Nations! As Secretary-General, it is my pleasure to welcome you to this
four-day conference of intense debate, hard negotiations and, above all, the excitement
and fun that is Model UN.

Our staff has been hard at work preparing for your arrival, striving to make this the best
conference ever held at Michigan. This yearOs conference we will be both our largest yet
and, | expect, our best. We have worked diligently to prepare topics and crises, to further
improve our rules and procedures, and to add additional features to our conference that
will improve the experience for you. Remember that this conference is meant for you to
experience and enjoy, so please do not hesitate to bring to our attention any suggestions
or concerns you may have this weekend.

While your preparations will have grounded you in the topics and issues at hand, it is often
quick thinking and improvisation which are most critical during session. Keeping this in
mind may prove useful as you vie to persuade your fellow committee members. Each year

| am deeply impressed by our delegatesO abilities, conduct and creativity throughout the
conference. | am confident that this year will be no different, and | look forward to seeing
all of you immerse yourselves in solving the critical problems of the world. By virtue of
your attendance at this conference you have shown a concern for and grasp of world
affairs that is outstanding among your peers, and for that | congratulate you. Upholding
the ideals of the United Nations calls for nothing less.

Again, my thanks for attending UMMUN 2008. Good luck, and have fun!
Sincerely,
Jackson Woods

Secretary-General
UM Model United Nations, 2008
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Dear delegates,

Welcome to UMMUN 20080s Security Council. My name is BreKabacinski, and |
will be the director for this committee. | am currently a junior at Michigan, majoring in
Political Science and Economics, with a hope to someday have a law degree or a degree
in public policy. This is my 3™ year with UMMUN and my 3™ year in the Security Council,
though it is the 10" year that | am involved in Model UN of some sort. As this is one of the
most advanced committees at UMMUN, | expect the debate to be lively and the delegates
to be prepared.

This yearOs conference brings \ith it a few rules changes, most of them minor. That
having been said, | still suggest that your read over the rules, especially the Security
Council addendum. That is how this Council will be run, and it may be different that other
committees that you have been on in the past. | will be happy to answer any questions on
procedure that you may have at the conference. Also, be aware of the size of the
committee: at 15 delegates, it is one of the smallest at the conference. As such, it depends
on the active participation of all of the members of the committee to function well. This
being the case, delegates for this committee must be prepared, and know that reading this
guide is only the first step.

Certainly, this guide has good background information, but | encourage you to go
beyond this in order to form more complete positions on your nationOs policy. Finally, be
prepared for anything, and be willing to be flexible; this committee can be unpredictable at
times. Remember that our agenda can change at any time, and that the Security Council is
competent to discuss any topic that comes before it. Good luck, and see you at the
conference.

Sincerely,
Bret Kabacinski
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Committee Background and Mission Statement

The United Nations Security Council is the main body of the UN responsible for
maintaining international peace and security. It is no wonder, therefore, that it is also one
of the most closely-watched bodies of the UN as well. The Security Council is the only
body of the UN that can take direct action to force or compel a nation to do anything; this
can include calling upon member states to apply economic sanctions to a state,
authorizing the use of military force against an aggressor state, or authorizing the use of
UN peacekeepers. The Security Council also has other duties, such as recommending the
admission of new states to the UN, but such duties should not come up during the course
of debate in this conference.

The Security Council is one of the most visible bodies of the UN, having dealt with
issues such as the non-proliferation of weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, Iran, and
North Korea, crises in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Liberia and Timor-Leste
(East Timor), and broader issues, such as international terrorism. It is also one of the
smallest bodies in the UN, being made up of only fifteen nations b five permanent
members (PeopleOs Republic of China, Russian Federation, France, United States and
United Kingdom) and ten seats for non-permanent members elected to two year terms.
Any substantive matter must have the concurrence of the five permanent members to pass
(see rule SC-4).

Technically, the Security Council has the authority to discuss any topic it wishes, but
for this conference it is my hope that debate will only take place on the topics in this guide.
Of course, if other events arise, such as a committee passing an important question and
needing it ratified by the Council (see rule SC-3 for more details), we will discuss those
events as well.

Topic overviews
The situation in Somalia

The history of Somalia since gaining its independence from Britain and Italy in 1960 has
been one of civil war and turmoil. For much of the 1990s, Somalia could have been
classified as an anarchy, with no one power governing the territory. Today, the situation
has changed little, with warlords fighting to control territory, and no national government to
maintain peace and stability. Between the breakaway province of Somaliland in the north,
the "Transnational Federal Government" in Mogadishu, and the Islamic Courts Union in
much of the rest of the country, Somalia finds itself with three governing authorities and
very little governance. The task of the Security Council is therefore a simple one on face:
take steps to aid Somalia in regaining peace and establishing a government. However, in
practice, this is not so simple: the Security Council has passed numerous resolutions, to
no avail. This Security Council will attempt to improve on that record.

UMMUN 2008



The Role of Sanctions in Enforcing Security Council Mandates

Economic sanctions are, in theory, one of the most powerful tools that the Security Council
has in enforcing its decisions, short of using military force. They have the power to cripple
a nation's economy, in the hope that this will coax the target regime in power to adopt the
measures that the Security Council has passed, or cause the regime in question to fall,
and be replaced with a more UN-friendly one. However, they are also one of the most
controversial, with opponents maintaining that they do not harm the regime that they are
meant to harm, but instead the people living under the regime the most. They have been
accused of sending millions of people into poverty, while leaving the people in power
alone, often to live in luxury. Iraq during the 1990s is an example of this, where the UN's
sanctions on oil crippled parts of Iraq's economy, but Saddam Hussein remained in power,
and appeared unweakened. The question for this Security Council is whether economic
sanctions remain a viable tool for enforcing Security Council decisions, or whether there is
a better way to wield the UNSC's power.
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Topic A: The Situation in Somalia

Today, the problems surrounding Somalia tend to get overshadowed by the conflict
in Iraq, the Iranian nuclear program, or the genocide in Darfur. However, the region
remains one of the most consistently violent on earth, with clashes between warlords and
their respective armies occurring nearly daily. Since 1991, no strong central government
has existed. Though fourteen different regimes have attempted to consolidate power, none
has been successful in doing so for any extended period of time. With the fighting as bad
as it has ever been, and the humanitarian situation worsening every day, the Council must
consider the situation in Somalia as one of the most dire on earth.

Background

SomaliaOs historysince the end of colonial rule by the Italians and British in 1960,
has been one mired with instability, bloodshed and civil strife. In 1969, General Mohamed
Siad Barre and his followers forcibly took power in a coup dOetat. General Barre would
remain in power for the next 22 years, though those years were not without struggles of
their own. Multiple cabinet officials were assassinated, and war with neighboring Ethiopia
broke out in the late 1970s. The regime of Barre was brutal, ruling as a military dictatorship
that only got more totalitarian as time went on. Eventually, the people of Somalia had had
enough, and the growing resistance movement ousted Barre in 1991, leading to the
Somali civil war.

The Somali civil war is the start of the modern situation in Somalia, and the current
instability today can be traced to instability left unresolved after the ousting of Barre in
1991. The majority of the violence occurred in the southern part of the country (formerly

the Italian colony), leading the north (formerly the British colony) to break off, calling itself
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OSomalilandO. This move, however, was never recognized by the rest of the world, and
Somaliland remained a part of Somalia proper for the purpose of international relief and
aid.

In 1992, UN Security Council (UNSC) resolutions 733 and 746 set up the United
Nations Operation in Somalia (UNOSOM, later UNOSOM I, as UNOSOM Il would start in
1993). UNOSOM | had many objectives. Due to the ongoing civil strife, it was estimated
that half of SomaliaOs populatio was in danger of starvation or disease. Also, in March
1992, a ceasefire was agreed to. Both of these conditions forced the UN to act, giving itself
the mandate to do so with UNSC resolution 751, which formally put UNOSOM into place,
with 50 peacekeeping troops to monitor the ceasefire in the capitol city of Mogadishu.
Unremarkably, this force proved ineffective in maintaining the peace, as fighting continued
in many regions of the country. The UNSC approved the use of 3,000 more peacekeepers
to aid in the mission, though most of these were never actually put in place. The
ineffectiveness of UNOSOM would lead to direct American involvement in the crisis, and a
new name for the force: the United Task Force or UNITAF.

By the time UNITAF was put in place, the leading warlord in Mogadishu, Mohamed
Farrah Aidid had already gone on the record saying that he would not allow further UN
intervention in Somalia. This threat proved mostly ineffective, as more than 36,000 troops
were put in place in 1993, most of them American. The ensuing chaos brought on by
AididOs resisting military intervention would lead to many deaths of both civilians and
soldiers, and would not lead to anything more productive. By 1995, political pressure in the
United States would lead to the complete withdrawal of American troops, and shortly

thereafter, the end of the UN Mission in Somalia, with no end of the chaos in sight.
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For the next five years, warlords across the country tried to consolidate their power,
while no federal government existed. In 2000, however, hope for the nation emerged as
warlords met in Djibouti to discuss peace, and a national government. By October 2000, a
government was established, with the warlords electing Abdulkassim Salat Hassan the
president of what was called the OTransitional National GovernmentO (TNG). Hope for this
government was short-lived, however, as by April 2001, another group of warlords
announced their opposition to the TNG, and that they were going to set up a OnationalO
government of their own within 6 months. In reality, these warlords truly only represented
southwestern Somalia, and so any attempt to rule the entire country many have also been
short-lived. By 2002, the TNG was defunct, and another attempt to return governance to
Somalia had fallen by the wayside.

Hope was not entirely lost, however, as in 2004, the old TNG warlords and the anti-
TNG warlords met in Kenya and formed yet another government, the OTransitional Federal
GovernmentO or TFG. By October, the body had elected a new leader, Abdllahi Yusuf, to
the presidency. This was the fourteenth attempt to return national rule to Somalia since the
downfall of the Siad Barre regime in 1991. While the government was put in place in 2004,
the parliament did not meet until February 2006, and it became clear soon thereafter that
attempt number fourteen to establish governance would be met with as much opposition
as attempts one through thirteen.

By March, violence had erupted in Mogadishu yet again, as rival warlords began
new fighting. These warlords were all loyal to the Islamic Courts Union, a new group made
to rival the TFG and impose Islamic law on the nation. Over the next few months, the ICU

would take over the entire southern half of the nation, leading to peace talks with the TNG
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in September. These talks would prove fruitless, as the war continued into December, at
which time the TNG had recaptured the great majority of the land which it had lost in the
prior months. In December, the UNSC passed a resolution calling for African Union
peacekeepers to be deployed to Somalia, but specifying that unilateral troop movements
into Somalia would not be appreciated. Despite this warning, Ethiopia sent troops of its
own into Somalia to fight the ICU. However, the UNSC could not agree on a resolution
calling for the removal of foreign troops from Somalia. In early 2007, the ICU was defeated
in its entirety, and the UNSC passed a resolution calling for a 6-month peacekeeping
mission from the African Union. This new force, predictably, was met with renewed
violence, this time between insurgents and government-backed Ethopian fighters in the
capital of Mogadishu. The bloodshed and chaos had not been abated.
Current Situation

Since February 2007, more than 300,000 people have fled Somalia in the midst of
the renewed violence, and the Red Cross says that the fighting is the worst in fifteen years.
In June 2007, Ethiopia pledged to remove their forces after a peace deal is reached.
However, this appears to be farther away than once was hoped, as the first attempt at
peace since that proclamation, in July, was met with mortar attacks, and Islamist leaders
did not attend the talks.

Today, the refugee situation continues to worsen, as more than one million people
are estimated to be homeless by the UN, with 170,000 fleeing the country during one week
of the violence in November. Human Rights Watch, a non-governmental organization, has
accused Ethopian and Somali leaders of war crimes, and the UN Security Council of

OindifferenceO toward the conflict. Other NGOsdve stated that the situation in Somalia
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could develop into a humanitarian catastrophe, as refugees run out of food or other
provisions.

The Secretary-General of the United Nations, Ban Ki-Moon, said in November that
deploying peacekeeping troops to Somalia would be Oneither realistic nor viableO, even
though the mandate for the African Union peacekeepers has run out, and it was expected
that they would be replaced by UN peacekeepers after 6 months. Of the approved 8,000
person African Union force, only about 1,600 soldiers have arrived at the mission. The
Secretary-General did, however, say that a multi-national force not under the UN flag could
be considered as a peacekeeping option, if it was decided that peacekeepers were
necessary. With the fighting as bad as it has ever been, and Ethiopian reinforcements
moving into Mogadishu, it is clear that something must be done.

Bloc Positions

African Union D The AU has felt that a resolution to the conflict in Somalia is necessary to
regain stability in the region at large, as well as in Somalia proper. To this end, they have
been willing to send small peacekeeping brigades, though these troops have not been
effective in their goal of ending the violence. The AU has also called for more
peacekeepers to be sent to Somalia, though they have not been able to provide these
troops by themselves. One of the goals of the AU has been to take positions from the
Ethiopians, in an effort to get the Ethiopians out of Somalia. Ethiopia has said that they

would leave Somalia once a sufficient peacekeeping force was deployed.

Western Europe and the United States B The major western powers have been largely

inactive, save for their approval of Security Council resolutions reiterating their support for
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the African Union mission to keep the peace. While the topic of international peacekeepers
has been considered, they have not yet been thought a viable option, due to the lack of
preparations made for such a force. Of the western powers, the United States has been
the most active, attacking supposed terrorist camps in the northern territory of Puntland
with mortars from ships off the coast of Somalia, but not deploying foot-soldiers to the
mainland.
Focus Questions
¥ What is the current obstacle to peace in Somalia? How can this obstacle be
resolved by the Security Council? Is your nation willing to send peacekeeping
troops or aid, if such things would end the conflict?
¥ What is to be done about the humanitarian crisis currently facing Somalia? Is your
nation willing to send humanitarian aid to help the estimated one million refugees
currently in the country?
¥ What should be the fate of the refugees? Should they be allowed to return to their
nation, and, if so, should the council assist them in doing so?
¥ What should happen to the leaders of the insurgent groups, the Ethiopian military,
and the TFG? Are they war criminals, as some NGOs have suggested?
¥ This is the fourteenth OgovernmentO since 1991. What can be done to ensure that
actual stability returns to Somalia, and this solution does not end as poorly as all of
the others?
Research Links

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/country profiles/1072611.stm -- Timeline of events in
Somalia
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http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/7086367.stm -- BBC NEWS: OSomalia peacekeepers Onot
viableOO

http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/library/news/2006/08/mil-060818-irin04.htm -- A good
background on the TFG, ICU and other Somali groups.

http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/war/somalia.htm -- A good background on the
Somali Civil War

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/africa/7059808.stm -- A BBC news report on African Union
peacekeepers under attack in Somalia.

http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-
dyn/content/article/2007/07/19/AR2007071902297.html -- A Washington Post article on the
latest round of reconciliation talks.

http://hrw.org/english/docs/2007/12/01/somalil7411.htm -- A Human Rights Watch piece
on the recent history of Somalia, along with links to other pieces by HRW

http://allafrica.com/stories/200711151088.html -- An analysis of how the conflict in Somalia
threatens regional stability

http://WWW.csmonitor.com/2007/0426/006502-W0a~f.html -- Another article on how the
violence in Somalia is not contained to the nationOs borders

http://www.cfr.org/publication/14074/lyons.html -- An analysis of the situation in Somalia
from the think-tank, the Council on Foreign Relations

Also of note are UNSC resolutions 733 and 1772, the resolution that started UN
involvement in the Somalian crisis, and the latest resolution passed by the Council.
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Topic B:
The Role of Sanctions in Enforcing Security Council Mandates

Background and Current Situation
Introduction

Chapter VII of the United Nations Charter gives the Security Council the power to
determine the existence of any threat to the peace, and to take actions to stop such
threats. One category of such actions is that of Security Council sanctions, fully explained
in article 41:

The Security Council may decide what measures not involving the use of armed

force are to be employed to give effect to its decisions, and it may call upon the

Members of the United Nations to apply such measures. These may include

complete or partial interruption of economic relations and of rail, sea, air, postal,

telegraphic, radio, and other means of communication, and the severance of

diplomatic relations.
The Charter goes on to explain that such tools as articulated in article 41 are to be used
before force should be used to maintain the peace. The Council has used sanctions many
times, including in Iraq during the regime of Saddam Hussein, in Liberia during the regime
of Charles Taylor, and in Somalia during the first outbreak of violence in 1992. As the
Charter states, sanctions can include economic punishments, such as trade embargoes
(full, or partial, such as the Iragi Ooiffor-foodO progran) and the freezing of assets; military
punishments, such as arms embargoes (such as the ones put in place against Somalia in
1992); and travel bans. However, the question must be asked: how effective are sanctions

in keeping the peace and enforcing Security Council mandates?
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Issues with the Effects of Sanctions

Sanctions have had a checkered history of success in compelling states to maintain
the peace. The foremost example of a largely unsuccessful sanction was the oil embargo
against Iraq during the regime of Saddam Hussein, called the Ooifor-food programO. The
program was supposed to choke off assets to the Hussein regime, while at the same time
allowing Iraq to sell its oil for food for its citizens. In practice, however, the program simply
allowed opportunities for graft, enriching the Hussein regime while the citizens of Iraq
continued to be stuck in a totalitarian mess. It also must be remembered why the original
sanctions were put in place: to stop the Iraqgi invasion of Kuwait, and that they also failed in
that goal, as military intervention was still necessary to remove the Iraqi military from
Kuwait in the early 1990s. Iraq lost over half of its GNP due to lost trade in 1990, but the
sanctions still did not prove effective in ending the crisis.

This is not to say that sanctions never work, and are always harmful to just the
citizens of a nation, and not the regime. According to political scientist Daniel Drezner,
sanctions are effective approximately 36% of the time in compelling the targeted nation to
comply with the demands of the nation or group enforcing the sanctions. It is unclear,
however, if this is a OgoodO percentage or not, as sanctions are a much less costly
alternative when compared to outright war or other methods of compellance. Drezner,
however, was also considering unilateral sanctions, in addition to the multilateral
sanctions. It is unclear how effective UN sanctions have been, on the whole. However,

there may be some things that the council can do to improve the efficacy of sanctions.
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Issues with the Implementation of Sanctions

While the effects of sanctions may be hard to change, the way that they are applied
and enforced is something fully within the purview of the UNSC. The United Nations
Security Council maintains a committee on every sanction program in place, currently
numbering twelve. These committees are meant to monitor the progress and effectiveness
of such sanctions, and make a determination as to when a sanctions program should be
ended (a process called OdelistigO). This has been one of the main criticisms of sanctions
regimes in the past: it is unclear as to when or if sanctions have done their job and can be
removed. Monitoring the situations in question is exactly the task with which these
committees have been assigned, though it remains clear that the process can be
improved.

The second job of the sanction committees is to monitor the efficacy of the
sanctions in place. With many sanctions, this is the hardest part of the job. Arms
embargoes, travel bans and asset freezes are notoriously hard to enforce, as it only takes
one willing participant (or the black market) to sell small arms for an arms embargo to be
proven ineffective. This can most clearly be seen in the conflict in Sudan, where an arms
embargo has been in place since 2005, but the arms trade (and conflict) continues. The
arms embargo against the Taleban in Afghanistan before 2001 provides another example
of a UN sanction that was very poorly enforced. For a sanction like the asset freeze
against al-Qaeda, enforcement is much easier, as 191 nations have signed on to enforcing
the sanction, and an estimated 150 million dollars have been frozen. It is clear that for

sanctions to be successful, enforcement must be a priority, and it must be nearly universal.
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When enforcement of a given UN sanction is not universal, history has shown how
ineffective they can be. This is the place of what the UN calls Osecondary sanctionsO,
sanctions on states or people aiding other states or people violate already existing
sanctions. Secondary sanctions must be seen as one of the only punitive enforcement
measures that the Council has that it can use against states not originally targeted by the
primary sanctions. More generally, the only punishment that is often politically feasible in
response to the violation of sanctions is the continuation of those sanctions, or the
installation of new sanctions. Often, this is not enough to compel the state in question to
comply with the CouncilOs demands (due to the reasons in sedbn 2, or others), which also
makes enforcement of sanctions more difficult. If noncompliance is truly an issue, the
Council must not forget what the next Article of the Charter states:

Should the Security Council consider that measures provided for in Article 41 would

be inadequate or have proved to be inadequate, it may take such action by air, sea,

or land forces as may be necessary to maintain or restore international peace and

security. Such action may include demonstrations, blockade, and other operations

by air, sea, or land forces of Members of the United Nations.
This Council will consider ways to make the implementation of Article 42 less necessary, in
making peaceful methods of compellance more effective.
Bloc Positions
Western Europe and the United States D The major western powers have been,
historically, the nations enforcing the sanctions, and not the nations having sanctions
enforced on them. As such, the western powers have been much more likely to favor

sanctions than other nations. Sanctions also appear to be a more politically palatable
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method of punishment or compellance than outright armed conflict, even with their limited
usefulness.

Russia and China P Russia and China, while still favoring sanctions in many cases, have
historically been more wary of imposing sanctions than the western powers. National
sovereignty, and the invasion on such that sanctions represent, have always been major
concerns for both Russia and China, which is most of the cause for their concern. They
have also often historically been closer diplomatically to the targets of sanctions than the
western powers, though on this point it is harder to generalize.
Nations of Concern and their Allies B Unsurprisingly, the targets of sanctions and their
allies have been the most recalcitrant in recognizing the legitimacy of such sanctions, and
have been the most likely to violate the sanctions. Most often, the targets of the sanctions
OrejectO the sanctions, and they go largely unrecognized by those nations and their allies. If
the set of nations that are allies of the target of the sanctions is small, then the sanctions
may still be effective, however, if it is large, sanctions may have little effect.
Focus Questions
¥ Has your nation been a proponent of using sanctions in the past? Has your nation
been a target of UN sanctions, or an ally of a target of UN sanctions?
¥ Are sanctions the most palatable or effective way to punish or compel states, or
does your nation find other methods of punishment to be better?
¥ How can the current sanction regimes be improved? What does it mean for
sanctions to be OimprovedO? Does improvement mean only that sanctions are more
effective in compelling regimes, or have less spillover effects into the populace of

such regimes, or both, or something else?

UMMUN 2008



15
¥ What should be the conditions which must occur for sanctions to be ended?
¥ What should happen to nations that do not obey sanctions? How much non-
compliance needs to take place before the council is forced to act in other ways?
Research Links

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/south_asia/1459314.stm -- BBC NEWS: Q@N to tighten Afghan
sanctionsOArticle on how sanctions in Afghanistan could be improved

http://www.globalpolicy.org/security/sanction/iraq1/2003/0312whythesec.htm -- OWhy the
Security Council Will Never Lift the Sanctions on IragO An article written in 2003 on how the
conditions for removing sanctions on Irag were flawed.

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/americas/4164631.stm -- BBC NEWS: OUN Sanctions Ohitting-al
QaedaOO

http://www.un.org/sc/committees/index.shtml -- Home page of the UNSC sanctions
committees

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle _east/6436799.stm -- Article on Russia and ChinaOs
reluctance on the topic of Iranian sanctions

http://www.globalpolicy.org/security/sanction/anlysis2.htm -- Analysis of the effects of
sanctions

http://www.reuters.com/article/topNews/idUSBLA22917920071202?feedType=RSS&feedN
ame=topNews D Article on Iranian sanctions illustrating the difficulty of enforcing sanctions
on rogue states

http://query.nytimes.com/gst/fullpage.html?res=9EO06E7DF163FF934A15754C0A9659C8B
63 b Analysis of the effects of sanctions in Iraq during Saddam Hussein

http://www.watsoninstitute.org/pub/Report Workshop Sanctions Reform 2004July.pdf --
PDF on UN sanction reform

http://www.fourthfreedom.org/pdf/ParisPaper.pdf -- Somewhat technical analysis of the
effectiveness of UN sanctions and possibility of reform
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Committee Rules

The Security Council runs on a modified set of rules. As such, | have attached the Security
Council rules addendum. This can also be found at the end of the rule set.

SC-1 SECURITY COUNCIL ADDENDUM SCOPE
The Security Council Addendum shall only apply to the proceedings of the Security
Council(s) at the UMMUN Conference.

SC-2 SECURITY COUNCIL PRIORITY

In accordance with Article 12 of the United Nations Charter, the General Assembly may
discuss any matter concurrently discussed by the Security Council, but may not accept or
reject any resolution relating to the matter until the Security Council has taken final action.

SC-3 SECURITY COUNCIL APPROVAL

Debatable: 1 for, 1 against

The Security Council has the right to approve any resolution passed as an Important
Question (GA-46) in any other body of the UMMUN Conference. Once a resolution has
passed as an Important Question in another committee it will be submitted to the Security
Council for approval with a complete voting record for the resolution, any amendments
added to the resolution and any divisions of the question from the Committee passing the
resolution. A Security Council member may motion to consider a resolution from another
committee for approval at any time during committee debate. If this motion passes, a
motion to recess for ten minutes to allow delegates time to caucus with delegates from the
committee that passed the Important Question will be in order. Immediately after, the
Council will move into a fifteen minute informal debate on the resolution in consideration
which will be directly followed by voting procedure on the resolution. Informal debate on
the resolution may end early if no Security Council members remain wishing to speak on
the resolution. A resolution approval will fall under the same conditions for passing as any
Security Council resolution (see SC-4). Once the Security Council has voted to approve or
disprove a resolution their decision and voting record will be returned to the original
Committee passing the resolution and debate in the Security Council will return to the
previously discussed topic. A motion to reconsider is in order after a vote is taken to
approve a resolution.

SC-4 SPONSORSHIP
Any resolution or unfriendly amendment requires one sponsor to be considered in the
Security Council.

SC-5 SECURITY COUNCIL VOTING

Procedural matters within the Security Council shall be made with the affirmative vote of
nine members. Substantive matters within the Security Council shall be made with the
affirmative vote of nine members and the non-negative vote of the five permanent
members.

SC-6 RECONSIDERATION
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Debatable: 2 for, 2 against

A motion to reconsider a substantive proposal is in order only when made by a delegate
who voted with the prevailing side when the proposal was originally accepted or rejected.
The motion may only be made when there is no other substantive proposal on the floor. A
motion to reconsider is a substantive proposal under the rules of the Security Council.

SC-7 INVITATION OF NON-MEMBERS

The Security Council may invite non-members to participate in its discussion in
accordance with Articles 31 and 32 of the United Nations Charter if it is deemed necessary
to further the debate. Invitations to Security Council discussions will be considered a
procedural matter. Members invited to participate may be addressed for speaking and for
Points of Information and may make procedural motions, but may not participate in voting
on either procedural or substantive measures.
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