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LETTER FROM 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 year’s 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 delegates’ 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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LETTER FROM DIRECTOR

Hello Delegates!

My Name is Josh Rychlinski, and | will be one of two directors for UMMUN’S brand-
new body, the San Francisco Conference! | am a Junior here at the University of Michigan
from Farmington Hills, Ml majoring in Computer Science and Political Science. This is my
6™ year of involvement with UMMUN, and third as a staff member. | am very excited for
this committee (I did propose it, after all), and have some special things in store to
hopefully ground us in April — June 1945. To give you a small taste of what’s to come, let
me point out that we have 8 committee sessions, and that the San Francisco Conference
lasted eight weeks, and during those eight weeks, some very interesting things happened

outside San Francisco. | look forward to meeting you all in January.
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Committee Background

Honored delegates, we are on the brink of a new era in mankind’s history. As our
nations fighting forces work to end years of strife, hardship, and unprecedented bloodshed,
we have a chance to secure a lasting peace for generations to come. Weighing in mind
the sacrifice of millions, | ask the delegates to put aside differences and work towards
making our world not just a better world for your nation, but a better world for nations; a
better world for all mankind. As this previous war has shown us, together, there are no

limits to what we can accomplish.

Mission Statement

"The work, my friends, is peace; more than an end of this war—an end to the beginning of
all wars; ... as we go forward toward the greatest contribution that any generation of
human beings can make in this world—the contribution of lasting peace—I ask you to keep

up your faith...."

-the late President Franklin Delano Roosevelt, without whom this Conference would not be

possible
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Topic overviews

A mere three topics have yet to be smoothed out.

1. Security Council Membership

It has been decided that the Security Council should be the primary organ of the
United Nations. Who should comprise such a body? Where should they come
from? All these questions must be answered for the U.N. to function properly.
2. Security Council Permanent Seats/ Veto Powers
A popular idea floated around the San Francisco conference has been to give 5
permanent seats and a veto power to China, the USSR, the UK, France, and United
States in Security Council matters. Should these nations really have such a power?
Should restrictions on such a power exist, or even requirements for their use o the
first place?
3. Successor States
In this fime of great upheaval following World War Il, no doubt many new nations
will be created, inevitably from countries that already exist. In cases where one

counftry divides into two, who assumes the former country’s responsibilities in U.N.

matters?
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Topic A: Security Council Membership

We have decided to established a Security Council which will oversee various
important mandates of the United Nations, including peacekeeping operations and
sanctions, and serve as a primary organ of the United Nations. However, one important
point that was not ironed out at the Dumbarton Oaks Conference regards the actual
membership of the Security Council. As always, please bear in mind the failure of the

League of Nations.

Background
In April 1945, we fifty nations of the free world will decide the membership of the
Security Council. As the most far-reaching conflict in the history of mankind comes to a

close, The world is trusting us to come to a fair and equitable solution for all parties.

Current Situation

Several solutions to the membership problem have been discussed in previous
conferences. First, while this may seem obvious, regardless of the composition of the
Security Members, the number needs to be odd. Several delegations have proposed an
even number, then when pressed further about procedural deadlocks, revealed no
solution. Clearly an odd number must be reached. Secondly, as was previously agreed at
the Dumbarton Oaks conference, five nations will have permanent seats: the USSR, the
USA, the UK, the PRC, and France.

In general, it has been proposed that the General Assembly vote six non-

permament members into the Security Council for two-year terms, with three members
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retiring each year. These states would not immediately be available for re-election to the
Security Council, and would require a simple maijority for re-election.

Of course, these numbers and methods are only proposed solutions; the pages are
yet to be written. Various other proposals involve more or less members, a body other
than the GA selecting new members (i.e. regional organizations) or giving permanent
seats but no veto power to other nations. It is up to you to decide what you think is best

for your nation and for the world at large.

Bloc Positions

The Permanent Powers are in generally in favor of the first solution to membership (GA
elects six members to two-year terms).

Larger states with more economic and military pull must express a wish for a two (or even
three) tier system for membership.

Smaller states would like to see a compromise that respects the Permanent Powers yet

still gives smaller states a vote.

Focus Questions

1. Should multiple-tier memberships be established, or is a simple ‘permanent or non-
permanent’ dichotomy a better choice?

2. Should more or less states be added? Is a mere eleven a good number considering
who the Security Council represents? Keep in mind that the Security Council is intended

to be a condensation of power.
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3. Is the General Assembly the right body to vote in non-permanent members? Is a simple
majority enough of a majority for a two year term or is more needed?
Research Links
General Security Council Information:

http://www.un.org/Docs/sc/unsc background.html

Dumbarton Oaks materials:

http://www.ibiblio.org/pha/policy/1944/441007a.html

http://www.hup.harvard.edu/catalog/MAYDUM.html

The United States and the Founding of the United Nations:
http://www.state.gov/r/pa/ho/pubs/fs/55407.htm
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Security Council Topic B: Veto Powers

A popular idea floated around the San Francisco conference has been to give 5
permanent seats and a veto power to China, the USSR, the UK, France, and United States
in Security Council matters. Should these nations really have such a power? Should

restrictions on such a power exist, or even requirements for their use in the first place?

Background

Veto power is a right which grants a nation the right to unilaterally void a resolution.
It can be used to moderate mob decisions or exercise unilateral power.

There are many arguments for instituting veto power. By virtue of their size, larger
nations usually have exclusive information about international issues. As such, they are
perhaps better equipped to make decisions. They also probably have more experience in
making international policy decisions and weighing the consequences. There is also little
chance that larger nations would join an international community and yield to its mandates
if they do not have some sort of exclusive control.

However, the veto is an inherently undemocratic notion. A veto disproportionately
increases the power of a group of nations, and gives each of them the ability to void the
will of the general assembly. This elite authority curtails the legitimacy of UN decisions; if
any binding resolution must be rubber stamped by the powers that be, the democratic

authenticity of its decisions is suspect.
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Current Situation

The Security Council will ostensibly be an executive body which has the ultimate
authority on all issues. Because it has the final word, should the body be more democratic,
or more weighted towards the stronger powers? Without the UN, the will of the larger
powers would prevail. While perhaps the UN should seek to lessen this imbalance, there is
no way the more influential states would bind themselves to an organization which reduces
their power. If the more powerful nations do not join the UN, it will lose its legitimacy; much
like the League of Nations did when the US refused to join.

The crux of this debate is how to strike a balance between preserving the power of
the traditional powers and granting power to the international community. That is — how
can the United Nations stay legitimate? How can it effectively wield power without

becoming a vehicle for powerful nations to exert their will?

Bloc Positions

Larger countries will want veto powers, but nations victorious in the war will have a
stronger claim to the powers. These more powerful states will want to preserve or increase
their international muscle. On the other hand, smaller states will tend to seek a equal share

of power, so that the formation of the UN increases their influence on world affairs.

Focus Questions:
1. Should veto power be granted at all?

2. How many nations should have veto powers?
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3. What should the criteria be for holding power? Can veto powers be redistributed to
different member states?

4. Should any nations have permanent veto power? Should any nations have
permanent Security Council seats?

5. Will larger, more powerful nations be interested in a United Nations if they do not
have special privileges?

6. Will smaller countries disapprove of such special treatment?

7. Should there be a provision to overturn a veto?

8. Perhaps consider how the United States solved the problem of equal representation

vs. proportional representation in the formation of its legislative branch.

Research Links:
Power of the Veto - UN Security Council - Global Policy Forum

http://www.qglobalpolicy.org/security/membship/veto.htm

Can the United Nations Reform?

http://www.mtholyoke.edu/acad/intrel/schles.htm
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Topic C: Successor States

Background
The structure of the United Nation is such that certain states will be assigned roles
within the organization. As the aftereffects of this Great War continue to reverberate

throughout the world, no doubt new states will form out of old ones.

Current Si tuation

The United Nations will need to decide what to do when nations divide or combine.
There are several possible solutions to this problem.

In the case of a peaceful division, the new nations should be able to work out which
of the new nations shall inherit the responsibilities of the old nation in regards to the U.N.,
perhaps even dividing those responsibilities between them.

In the unfortunate case of a violent division, clearly some oversight by the United
Nations would be needed to ensure a smooth transition within Councils. What this
oversight shall be is a matter of debate.

If a new nation is formed from several nations, there are two main options to
consider (although certainly there are others). Either consider the new nation’s U.N.
responsibilities as an amalgamation of its predecessors or consider the new nation as truly
a new nation and disregard its predecessors U.N. responsibilities, since those nations no

longer exist.
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Alternatively, the U.N. can always decide, regardless of a peaceful or violent
devision. For example, the General Assembly could vote on which new nation to confer
the old nation’s responsibilities on, or the nation with the greater population would receive

the old nation’s powers, etc. There are many possibilities here to be explored.

Bloc Positions

There are no bloc decisions here per-se. If you believe your nation is about to
either fracture or combine with another, you will take a stance that will favor your nation.
On the other hand, if you have a nation that would politically benefit from the break-up (e.g.

England and France during the American Civil War)
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