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I. Letter from the Secretary-General 

 

Honourable participants, 

 

I, as the Secretary-General of Galatasaray University Model United Nations 2020, would like 

to thank you because of your participation for the twentieth annual session of a diplomatic 

tradition. 

 

For the past 19 years, Galatasaray University Model United Nations has brought together 

some of the most impressive young leaders to debate issues pertinent to past, present and 

future crises on a global scale. Each year they have demonstrated an unparalleled capacity to 

collaborate and negotiate with fellow delegates on some of the most divisive issues. The 

skills delegates will learn at GSMUN - effective negotiating, public speaking, critical 

thinking, and teamwork - are intended to form an understanding of diplomacy for the next 

generation of diplomats, politicians and leaders. 

 

This year, the conference theme of the 20th session of tradition focuses on the notion of 

diplomacy. This year’s theme is “Diplomacy as an Art of Telling”, inspired by the famous 

quote of Sir Winston Churchill. We’re looking forward to sharing this tradition of diplomacy 

with you during GSMUN’20. 

 

Welcome to the diplomacy, salute together! 

 

İkbal Baş  

Secretary-General 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



II. Letter from the Under-Secretary-General 

Most distinguished participants, 

It is an overwhelming honour for me to welcome you all to Galatasaray University Model 

United Nations Conference 2020. I am Süha Nurhat, very interested in world politics and 

international relations and conveying this enthusiasm through a diplomatic career is my 

ultimate aspiration.  

In today's world where politics is often misinterpreted as intrigue, MUN is a very important 

asset to fully understand this complicated concept and to develop a knowledgeable and 

inquisitive point of view for today's problems throughout the globe. In additions to these, I 

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 a common ground 

for interstate conflicts through cooperation.  

I am extraordinarily excited and glad to be the Under-Secretary-General of the UN Security 

Council in GSMUN 2020. In the forthcoming conference, delegates of the United Nations 

Security Council will be addressing a very significant issue of the UN in its internal structure: 

the question of the UN Security Council reform and the applicability of the treaties and 

missions endorsed by the UN.  

Lastly, I would like to thank the Secretary-General, Mr.İkbal Baş  and the rest of the academic 

team for their belief upon my good knowledge upon the philosophy of the United Nations 

Security Council. Moreover, I would like to extend my thanks to my beloved academic 

assistant, Mr. Egemen Aray, for his unwavering support throughout the writing process of this 

very study guide and the preparation of this very meticulously selected committee. I have the 

tremendous honour of being a part of GSMUN 2020 and I sincerely wish that our participants 

will have a great time in this committee both academically and socially. Should you have any 

academic inquiry regarding this committee, do not hesitate to contact me 

via suha.nurhat6@gmail.com . 

With sincere appreciations, 

Süha Nurhat 

Under-Secretary-General Responsible for the UN Security Council 



 

III. Introduction to the Committee: United Nations Security Council 

 

The United Nations Security Council (hereinafter the UNSC or the Council) is the principal 

organ within the United Nations (hereinafter the UN) System for the matters of global 

crisis management. The Council is the only body within the UN System that is endowed 

with the power to issue binding decisions to maintain international security and peace.1 

The Council is composed of five permanent and ten elected non-permanent members that 

are meeting regularly to evaluate and eliminate not only threats to international security 

but also civil wars, natural disasters, and terrorism.2 

The permanent members of the Council (P5) are China, France, Russia, the United 

Kingdom, and the United States of America, and this privileged status was given to 

primarily to the United States of America and the Soviet Union - alongside with the United 

Kingdom - as they were the apparent victors of the World War II to restore the world order. 

P5 members reserve to right to prevent the implementation of any substantive matter drafted 

within the Council via using their veto right in the voting procedure of Resolution, which 

is the final document of the Security Council.  

The non-permanent members of the Council serve consecutive two-year terms, and they 

are elected considering the principle of “equitable geographical distribution” that aims to 

maximize the participation of the Member States from every continent indiscriminate of 

their economic or political status.3 Current non-permanent members of the Council are 

Belgium, Côte d’Ivoire, Dominican Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Germany, Indonesia, 

Kuwait, Peru, Poland, and South Africa.4 

The UN aims to ensure the contribution of every Member State to the Security Council at 

least once. However, there are more than 60 Member States which  have never been 

members of the Security Council. To increase participation and international contribution 

 
1 Council on Foreign Relations. (2018). The UN Security Council. [online] 
Available at: https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/un-security-council. 
2 Ibid 
3 United Nations, (2018). Chapter V, Article 23. [online] 
Available at: https://www.un.org/en/sections/un-
charter/chapter-v/index.html. 
4 https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/current-members 
 



to the Council, in specific situations, some countries are accepted to participate in the 

proceedings of the Council as observers when discussions in the Council directly affect the 

interests of these countries. Observer status to the specific Member States is granted 

temporarily. An observer in the Council has every right to speak, contribute to the drafting 

process of resolutions, and vote on procedural matters; however, they are deprived of the 

right to vote on substantive issues meaning Resolutions and Press Releases.5 Additionally, 

if a member of the Council (P5 members included) is directly involved in a topic under 

discussion, the respective country is also deprived of its voting right on substantive matters. 

The aforementioned substantive matters and decisions in the Council, including 

Resolutions and Press Releases, are passed by an affirmative vote of nine members, 

including the concurring votes of P5 countries, meaning that a negative "No" vote from 

a P5 member will prevent the passage of a relative decision. Besides, an abstention of a 

P5 member would not mean the failure of substantive voting in the procedure of the 

Security Council.6 

The Council has a permanent residence at the United Nations Headquarters in New York 

City. It is essential for the Council to meet any time when a crisis arises; and, 

consequently, for its members to be present at all times at the UN Headquarters.7 

As a principal methodology in conflict resolution, the Council aims for the “pacific 

settlement of disputes,” which may endanger the maintenance of international peace and 

security. The means that the Council may use to reach an agreement by peaceful means 

that include:8 

- Setting forth or recommending principles for agreements, appropriate methods of 

adjustment;9  

- Undertaking investigations and mediations, and if necessary, carrying out a 
mission;10 

- Bringing the issue to the attention of the international community, the General 

Assembly, and ultimately the Council;11 

 
5 ibid 
6 ibid, Chapter V, Article 27 
7 United Nations (2018). About the United Nations Security Council. [online] Available at: 
https://www.un.org/en/sc/about/. 
8 ibid, Chapter VI, Article  33 
9 ibid, Chapter VI, Article  36 
10 ibid, Chapter VI, Article  34 
11 ibid,  Chapter  VI, Article 35 



- Appointing special envoys to the conflict area or requesting the Secretary-General 

to utilize his good offices to achieve a pacific settlement of the dispute.12 

If the dispute cannot be settled by the principles as mentioned above, or the conflict leads 

to grave hostilities and breaches of peace that must be brought to an end as soon as 

possible, the Council may utilize measures and actions including:13 

- Issuing ceasefires or sending a peacekeeping force (not to involve in an 

armed conflict) to reduce tension and ensure the smooth implementation of 

the pacific settlement of disputes; 

- provisional measures to the conflict area without favoring a side in the conflict; 

- Implementing additional measures (not involving an armed force) to give 

effect to previous decisions that may include complete or partial 

interruptions of the economic and diplomatic relations and means of 

communication such as blockades, economic sanctions, arms embargoes, 

financial penalties and restrictions, travel bans, and severance of diplomatic 

relations.14 

If the Council decides that the non-armed measures are inadequate for the specific matter 

under discussion, the Council may use enforcement measures that may incorporate 

collective military action by land, sea, and air to restore the peace that was failed to be 

maintained. These actions are specified as "peace enforcement." Peace enforcement 

missions are legitimate and in force only if:15 

- The Council decides upon the region and context to enforce peace without any 

prejudice to the rights, claims, or position of the parties concerned;16 

- The Council decides upon which armed measure to involve and calls upon 

the Member States to comply with this decision that is collaboratively made 

 
 
12 United Nations (2018). About the United Nations Security Council. [online] 
Available at: https://www.un.org/en/sc/about/. 
13 ibid, Chapter VII, Article  39 
14 İbid 
15 ibid 
16 İbid 



by the Military Staff Committee17;18 

- The actions decided are carried by all the Members of the United Nations, by 

some of them, or international/regional agencies of which they are members, 

as the Council may determine. 

The terms "peacekeeping" and "peace enforcement" are often confused with each 

other; however, they are significantly distinctive in aim and methodology in conflict 

resolution. 

In peacekeeping operations, voluntary military forces are sent to the conflict or post-conflict 

zone with the mission of upholding peace in the region, which was provided by subsequent 

agreements or UN-mandated peace enforcement missions. Thus, peacekeeping forces are not 

sent to oppress a rebellion or use armed forces; they are initially sent to maintain the achieved 

order of peace and stability between parties; therefore, as the name suggests, they are sent to 

“keep the peace” which was formerly achieved. UN peacekeeping forces are not authorized to 

use force except in, and they should be impartial in their dealings. However, this "impartiality" 

should not be defined as neutrality or inactivity. Sometimes areas under the protection of UN 

peacekeeping forces develop volatile and dangerous settings, which makes it impossible for 

peacekeeping forces to uphold their mandate. In such situations, peacekeeping forces may be 

authorized only by the Council to use force at the tactical level with the purposes of preventing 

the disruption of the political process and the rule of law and protecting civilians from imminent 

physical threats.19 This type of operation is called "Robust Peacekeeping," but it still requires 

the consent of the parties involved even if they are in a volatile condition. On the other hand, 

it is often that we see grave conflicts that it is impossible or even unethical to negotiate with 

parties involved and where systematic human rights violations occur. In such situations, the 

Council is capable of forming a "peace enforcement" mission. The Council is the only power 

that can issue such a decision that authorizes the use of force on an international level. Peace 

enforcement missions can be organized by individual countries with the consent of the Security 

Council or by a collective effort of the international community with the planning of the 

Military Staff Committee, which only the Security Council can authorize. However, 

considering the UN's principle of pacific settlement of disputes, peace enforcement operations 

 
17 Military Staff Committee is formed after a decision is made involving armed forces. This 
committee consists of the UNSC P5 members' Military Chiefs of Staff to strategically plan the 
proposed military action. 
18  ibid, Chapter VII, Article 41 
19 United Nations Peacekeeping. (2018). Principles of peacekeeping. [online] Available at: 
https://peacekeeping.un.org/en/principles-of-peacekeeping. 



can be used as a measure 

of last resort because 

these can lead to a great 

spectrum of negative 

political and economic 

ramifications.20 In order 

to minimize such 

ramifications, it is 

determined as a chief 

concern also to minimize 

the impacts of the mission 

on local society by 

contriving to provide a legitimate and local consent for the operation itself. 21Since the 

establishment of the UN, the Security Council retained its highly special place within the 

framework of the United Nations to maintain international peace and security, provide a forum 

of collaboration, in other words, a center for harmonizing actions for the pacific settlement of 

disputes, and for the promotion and protection of human rights on a global scale until 

now.22There are also some apparent misconducts and failures throughout its history; however, 

with its capabilities, the Council continues to be the most important institution that international 

conflicts can be resolved. Speaking off the subcommittees of the Council and the way it is 

working: UN Security Council does have four sub-committees which are namely: Counter-

Terrorism Committee, Non-Proliferation Committee, Sanctions Committee, Military Staff 

Committee. Those committees comprised the members of the UN Security Council and 

presided by a designated member of the council. Aside from the sub-committees, there are 

various working groups and Standing committees operating under the UN Security Council 

along with International Tribunals.23 These committees are established for a particular mandate 

 
20 ibid 
21 United Nations (2018). About the United Nations Security Council. [online] 
Available at: https://www.un.org/en/sc/about/. 
22 ibid 
23 “SUBSIDIARY ORGANS OF THE UNITED NATIONS SECURITY COUNCIL.” 
Accessed February 7, 2020. 
https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/sites/www.un.org.securitycouncil/files/subsidiary_organs
_factsheets.pdf. 
 

Figure 1: Chamber of the UN Security Council 



and maintenance. Documents submitted from those committees are directly binding and 

cooperate with the main committee of the council.  

 

IV. Introduction to the Agenda Item: Addressing the question of the reform in the 

Charter of the UN Security Council while also evaluating the status of missions 

and treaties endorsed by the United Nations 

A. Definition of the Key Terms 

Reform: An action to change something that aims to improve it is called reform. The United 

Nations does not refrain from calling for necessary reforms. Considering the fact that the 

United Nations is the biggest inter-governmental organization in the world, it has been striving 

to deal with variable issues. When a sub-body, main body, mission, or treaty established by the 

United Nations is ineffective and unsatisfactory, the Secretariat, the General Assembly, or the 

United Nations Security Council might adopt some reforms into the organization. 

 

Peacekeeping Operation: Peacekeeping Operation refers to the group of actions carried out 

by the United Nations with a view to bringing peace to the countries in need. Peacekeeping 

Operations provide political and military support to help countries with the aim of helping the 

fellow members of the United Nations. Other than that, it focuses on protecting children, 

promoting human rights along with empowering women. There are three principles applies for 

the UN Peacekeeping Operations, which are: 

1. Consent of the parties 

2. Impartiality  

3. Non-use of force except in self-defense24 

There are 13 ongoing peacekeeping operations in the world. Besides, the United Nations 

Security Council is the only organ of the United Nations that might establish a Peacekeeping 

Operation. The funding of the operations is obtained by the contributions from all Member 

States. According to the UN Charter, Member States are obliged to pay for the operations.  

    

UN Charter: UN Charter, also known as the Charter of the United Nations, refers to a treaty 

that officially founded the United Nations, an inter-governmental organization. The first 

 
24 “What Is Peacekeeping Peacekeeping.” United Nations. United Nations. Accessed January 
31, 2020. https://peacekeeping.un.org/en/what-is-peacekeeping. 
 
  



version of the UN Charter was drafted on 14 August 1941. The charter was debated upon during 

the San Francisco Conference. It was officially signed on 26 June 1945, in San Francisco, the 

United States. It entered into force after the ratification of the majority of the Member States 

alongside the Permanent 5 (P5) Members of the United Nations Security Council: the United 

States, the United Kingdom, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), the Republic of 

China, and the Provisional Government of French Republic. Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics later replaced by the Russian Federation, and the Republic of China replaced by the 

People’s Republic of China. The UN Charter is the first international document regarding the 

promotion of human rights. The first part of it also calls for the protection of peace and 

international security among the Member States. It also determines the criteria of UN 

membership for the prospective members. The Charter introduces the bodies and the principal 

organs of the United Nations, such as the General Assembly, the United Nations Security 

Council, Trusteeship Council, Economic and Social Council, the Secretariat and International 

Court of Justice.     

 

Charter of the United Nations Security Council: The Charter of the United Nations Security 

Council refers to the 5th Chapter of the UN Charter, which consists of Articles 23 to 32. It 

covers the details of the Security Council’s mandate, responsibilities, and functions. 

 

UN Missions: UN Missions refers to the active actions taken by the United Nations and 

mandated by the General Assembly and the Security Council. The United Nations has the 

authority of intervening in a conflict in support of a particular party. It can take place both 

politically and militarily. The UN may establish either a political mission or a military 

operation in conflicted states/regions. There are variable UN bodies dealing with the 

establishment of these operations. The United Nations Security Council, being the highest 

authority of the United Nations, is the only eligible body that may conduct a peacekeeping 

operation in a region. No other UN branch is capable of militarily interfere with a conflict. 

 

Department of Political and Peacebuilding Affairs (DPPA): Department of Political and 

Peacebuilding Affairs (DPPA) is a UN department that aims to resolve the deadly conflicts all 

around the globe. The Department carries out a commitment to enhancing partnerships among 

the Member States of the United Nations with the aim of sustaining peace. Also, it focuses on 

managing political matters that may turn out as a military standoff. It works tirelessly to detect 

and prevent potential conflict before they emerge. The Department also supports the Secretary-



General and the Secretariat in the process of resolving the dispute. Its sub-body the 

Peacebuilding Support Office (PBSO)contributes to UN-led Peacebuilding Operations.  

 

Department of Peacekeeping Operations (DPKO): The Department of Peacekeeping 

Operations is the related branch of the United Nations, which is responsible for the 

management of the Peacekeeping Operations launched by the United Nations Security Council. 

 

Permanent 5: Permanent 5, commonly known as the P5, is the group of the countries that hold 

the right to veto in the United Nations Security Council. P5 countries of the Security Council 

are the United States, the United Kingdom, the Russian Federation, the People’s Republic of 

China and the Republic of France. The reason why they are the permanent members of the 

highest committee is that these are the founder nations of the United Nations. P5 nations, along 

with the other Member States, had founded the United Nations on October 24th, 1945.  

 

G4 Nations: The phrase “G4” comprises Germany, India, Brazil, and Japan; countries 

demanding a permanent seat at the United Nations Security Council. All these four countries 

are supporting each other’s demands. Each of these nations has a great influence on world 

politics due to their huge military power, population, and economy.  

 

B. Historical Background of the Reform in the Charter of the United 

Nations and the Security Council 

1. Key points of the UN Charter and the San Francisco Conference 

(UN Conference on International Organization) 

San Francisco Conference, also known as the United Nations Conference on International 

Organization, was a series of meetings held between 50 Allied nations, which have lasted 

nearly two months, from April 25, 1945, to June 26, 1945. The conference took place in San 

Francisco, California, in the United States. The main intention underlying these gatherings was 

to draft the Charter of the United Nations and eventually established the United Nations with 

the unanimous vote of the allied nations.  

 

The idea of a new international organization that may replace the League of Nations appeared 

in the Dumbarton Oaks Conference for the first time. The Dumbarton Oaks Conference, also 

known as the Washington Conversations on International Peace and Security Organization, 

was an international conference in which the leaders of the United States, the United Kingdom, 



Republic of China and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics negotiated the United Nations 

in Washington, D.C., from August 21, 1944, to October 7, 1944.25  In the Dumbarton Oaks 

Conference, the Soviets were unwilling to communicate with the Republic of China. That’s 

why the discussions were held in two phases. Leaders agreed upon certain points, including 

the possible members of the UN, the formation of the UN Security Council, and the right of 

veto that would be granted to the permanent members of the Security Council. Talks followed 

by the Yalta Conference held in the USSR, from February 4 to 11, 1945. The UK, the United 

States, and the USSR gathered for further discussions. These nations were represented by 

Prime Minister Winston Churchill, President Franklin D. Roosevelt, and Premier Joseph Stalin, 

respectively. The debate among the nations focused on post-Nazi Europe. However, in the 

Yalta Conference, Stalin proposed the membership of the 16 Soviet Socialist Republics to the 

United Nations.26 

 

After all the discussions mostly held between the United States, the United Kingdom, the 

USSR, and the Republic of China, the idea of forming the United Nations came true in the San 

Francisco Conference. Forty-six countries who all had declared war against Nazi Germany 

were invited to the San Francisco. Then, the conference additionally invited Denmark, 

Argentina, and the Soviet Republics Belarus and Ukraine.27 Poland also did sign the 

Declaration by   the United Nations, which is the requirement of being a member state. 

However, Poland did not attend the conference due to the political instability within the 

government after World War. 

In the San Francisco Conference, the representatives of the Member States agreed upon the 

establishment of the Trusteeship Council and the Economic and Social Council along with 

designating the responsibilities and authorities of the UN Secretary-General. Besides, the 

possible veto power of the “big five” was a dilemma since the first day of the conference. Many 

states expressed their concerns regarding a possible disagreement between Permanent five 

 
25 “Dumbarton Oaks Conference.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, December 9, 2019. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Dumbarton_Oaks_Conference. 
 
26 “Yalta Conference.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, January 16, 2020. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yalta_Conference. 
 
27 “United Nations Conference on International Organization.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia 
Foundation, November 30, 2019. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Conference_on_International_Organization. 
 



members and how it can turn out. Therefore, there were nations fearing that the Security 

Council will be helpless if a P5 country possesses a threat toward international peace and 

security. Eventually, nations reached an agreement upon the issue, and consequently United 

Nations, in the context of the international status, has been officially established. Aside from 

the establishment of the International organization, a substantive work upon the formation of 

the UN charter was exerted throughout the conference by four commissions with the 

representatives and as a consequence; with the effort of the 50 nations, the UN Charter was 

signed and officially adopted on June 26, 1945.  

 

2. Previous Reforms made in the Charter of the United Nations 

Security Council and Their Impacts on the Current Status Quo 

Reformation of the United Nations Security Council is one of the greatest challenges the United 

Nations have faced so far. For decades, the international community, including most of the 

Member States and the former UN Secretaries-General,, called for reform within the Council 

in the context of equal representation of the continents and the right of veto. 

The first-ever reform made by the UN to the UN Security Council was adding four more non-

permanent seats to the Council in 1991. 

 

Decades ago, India, Germany, Japan and Brazil came together and created “G4”, with the aim 

of calling for an immediate reform on the United Nations Security Council and demanding the 

permanent membership of G4 Nations. After the creation of G4, the Coffee Club incident 

occurred. The “Coffee Club”, later to be known as “Uniting for Consensus”, is a group of 

countries opposing the permanent membership demand of the G4 nations. The Coffee Club 

comprises countries having a regional rivalry with the G4, such as Italy, Pakistan, Argentina, 

South Korea, Mexico, Egypt, Canada, Colombia and many others. On July 26, 2005, five UN 

Member States, Italy, Argentina, Canada, Colombia and Pakistan proposed a reform plan to 

the General Assembly. This proposal suggests no change in permanent seats and calls for a 

raise in the non-permanent seats to 20.28  

 

 
28 “Reform of the United Nations Security Council.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 
January 31, 2020. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reform_of_the_United_Nations_Security_Council#Veto_refor
m. 
 



In 2011, more than 100 Member States of the United Nations participated in a Uniting for 

Consensus meeting. 

 

Besides, in 2005, former Secretary-General Kofi Annan called for an immediate reform within 

the United Nations Security Council, proposing to expand the Council to 24 Members. Kofi 

Annan offered two plans called “Plan A” and “Plan B.” 

Plan A offered six new permanent seats along with three non-permanent, eventually having 24 

seats in the Council. 

 

Plan B suggested creating eight new seats that would serve four years subject to renewal and 

have one more non-permanent seat in the council. But those plans could not be implemented  

 

Other than the expansion of the United Nations Security Council, the veto power of the P5 

Nations is another concern arisen. The Fifth Article of the UN Charter allows the United States, 

the United Kingdom, the Russian Federation, the Republic of France, and the People’s 

Republic of China to prevent a substantive document from being adopted. However, it can 

sometimes be abused by the P5 Members overusing it. Also, the main concern of the 

international community is that the whole United Nations is shaped in accordance with the 

national benefits 

and interests of the P5 Nations, considering the fact that an amendment to the UN Charter 

requires the approval of the P5. The selection of the Secretary-General of the United Nations 

is also up to their approval. It disables the other nations to act independently from the P5. 

Another debated topic is that the United Nations Security Council is ineffective on global 

matters that involve the interests of the P5 Nations. For instance, many Member States draw 

attention to disputes in Syria, Crimea, or Palestine. About these very topics, the Security 

Council could not take any impressive actions to tackle the issues since the P5 Nations disagree 

with each other, and the issues preserve their impassive status.29 

 

 

 

 

 
29 “History of Reform.” Elect The Council, October 24, 1945. 
https://electthecouncil.org/history-of-reform/. 
 



C. Further Issues to Reform, Strategies, and Problems  

1. Question of Transparency 

Sessions of the United Nations Security Council are publicized and broadcasted in the 

circumstances that there is not an extraordinary condition. Decisions submitted by the 

committees of the UN are very transparent and revealed to the public. Yet, the implementation 

of these decisions is a subject that is not inspected and publicized clearly to the international 

community, unlike the decisions and the documents submitted. Peacekeeping missions are the 

most prevalent ones which are being debated in the context of the transparency. By the means 

of preventing the escalation of armed conflicts between countries, United Nations 

Peacekeeping was established in 1948 under the UN Office of Special Political Affairs, as a 

body comprising supervisors and UN mediators coming voluntarily from Member States with 

a budget being collected by various parties, in order to monitor peace proceedings between 

conflicting nations and to provide them assistance and negotiable environment during the 

process. Peacekeeping missions also initiated to serve as collective lightly armed forces under 

necessary circumstances where military assistance is needed, either to provide a neutral party 

to disputes and clashes, or to ensure ceasefire once it has been agreed upon by the Security 

Council. In the course of recent years, United Nations peacekeeping has developed into one of 

the fundamental tools utilized by the global network to oversee complex emergencies that pose 

a danger to international peace and security. Since the start of the new millennium, the quantity 

of military, police and civil personnel sent and appointed in United Nations peacekeeping 

activities around the globe has reached phenomenal dimensions. While the operations got 

bigger and bigger, it indeed evolved in a way that brought complexity alongside. Beyond 

simply monitoring truces and ceasefires, today’s peacekeeping operations are called upon to 

encourage the political procedure through the advancement of national negotiations and 

compromise, secure civilians, monitor the disarmament, deactivation and reintegration of 

soldiers, support the organization of elections, ensure and advance human rights, and help with 

re-establishing the standard of law. In 1992, the operation and monitorization of peacekeeping 

missions were handed to the newly-established Department of Peacekeeping Operations, as a 

specialized body to enhance missions’ planning and managerial capability, and to strengthen 

the capacity of the Secretariat over the forces. Only a more elaborate approach has proven to 

be insufficient throughout the years, thus, disregarding its vision on its establishment, 

Peacekeeping missions have hosted several acts of misconduct during their activity period. 

From sexual exploitation to murder, Peacekeepers have committed various crimes during their 

serving, and expectedly discredited the missions by causing even further unrest and doing the 



exact otherwise of their principles. According to the many resources, the incidents involving 

the UN peacekeepers are very widespread and considerable.   

 

 
Conflict 

 
United Nations Mission 

Sexual 
abuse 

 
Murder 

 
Extortion/Theft 

Second Congo War 
United Nations Mission in the 
Democratic Republic of Congo 

150 3 44 

Somali Civil War United Nations Operation in Somalia II 5 24 5 

Sierra Leone Civil War United Nations Mission in Sierra Leone 50 7 15 

Eritrean-Ethiopian War 
United Nations Mission in Ethiopia and 

Eritrea 70 15 0 

Burundi Civil War United Nations Operation in Burundi 80 5 0 

Rwanda Civil War 
United Nations Observer Mission 

Uganda-Rwanda 
65 15 0 

Second Liberian Civil 
War 

United Nations Mission in Liberia 30 4 1 

Second Sudanese Civil 
War 

United Nations Mission in Sudan 400 5 0 

Côte d'Ivoire Civil War 
United Nations Operation in Côte 

d'Ivoire 500 2 0 

2004 Haitian coup d'état 
United Nations Stabilization Mission in 

Haiti 110 57 0 

 
Kosovo War 

United Nations Interim Administration 
Mission in Kosovo 

 
800 

 
70 

 
100 

Israeli–Lebanese 
conflict 

 
United Nations Interim Force in Lebanon 

 
0 

 
6 

 
0 

 

Figure 2: Collective information on incidents involving United Nations peacekeepers, troops, 
and employees30 

 

The devastating statistics have solidified the need for taking action against such offenses, as to 

prevent both further damages in already-existing bad conditions and the unreliability of the 

United Nations as an institution striving nothing but international peace and security. As to 

 
30 “United Nations Peacekeeping.” Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, December 20, 2019. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_peacekeeping. 
 



evaluate the issue, several bodies under the UN, including the Sixth Committee, have adopted 

a number of resolutions, yet such efforts remained insufficient. In 2010, the Secretary-General 

initiated proceedings for a huge reform to be conducted over United Nations peacekeeping, for 

more beneficial missions under better standards of operation and management. 

 

2. Reevaluation of the Human Rights Watch: UN Peacekeeping 

Groups & the Status of the Peacebuilding Commission  

United Nations Peacekeeping in the second-largest military deployed abroad, after the United 

States. Peacekeeping Operations are focusing on the promotion of human rights, peace, 

security and gender equality in the regions they have been deployed. Some people believe that 

peacekeeping operations are very effective for world peace. For instance, former President of 

the United States, President Obama, praised UN peacekeeping as “one of the world’s most 

important tools to address armed conflict”. But in fact, many think that there are so many flaws. 

The most disturbing problem is that there have been numerous sexual exploitation and abuse 

cases caused by UN personnel. What is worse is that the United Nations did not hold those 

personally accountable.  

 

To exemplify, in May 2014, it is reported that children are sexually assaulted and raped by 

international peacekeeping troops in Bangui, the capital of Central African Republic (CAR).31 

Therefore, the Secretary General's annual report on the UN's response to sexual exploitation 

and abuse did not include the abuses in the Central African Republic. In 2015, a senior UN 

Human Rights Officer resigned after admitting that she did not follow upon the allegations of 

sexual abuse in the Central African Republic. In 2016, allegations of sexual abuse by UN 

Peacekeepers rose. There were 69 claims in 2015. 

In April 2016, the Guardian reported that a group of 11 peacekeepers were accused of sexual 

exploitation in DR Congo. In 2017, the UNGA adopted a resolution stating the UN’s zero-

tolerance for the sexual abuse in the Peacekeeping Operations. The UN urged all countries to 

investigate the allegations and take necessary measures. The Associated Press claimed nearly 

2000 allegations against the UN Peacekeeping, revealing that the crisis was far more serious 

than previously known. In June 2017, the Democratic Republic of Congo withdrew more than 

600 troops due to sexual abuse allegations in the Central African Republic.  These events led 

 
31 “UN Peacekeepers Timeline.” CRIN. Accessed February 1, 2020. https://home.crin.org/un-
peacekeepers-timeline. 
 



to the distrust to the UN-mandated missions, especially in the disputed territories and makes 

the international community to question the liability of the UN missions and the Human Rights 

Watch conducted upon those areas.  

 

3.  Bindingness of the Council Decisions  

As it has been mentioned before, the United Nations Security Council is the most competent 

and the eligible body of the United Nations. These authorizations come with the binding 

powers. Each and every substantive document submitted by the United Nations Security 

Council is binding and UNSC is the only binding body of the UN. UNSC comprises 15 member 

states 10 being non-permanent and 5 being permanent members. As it has been indicated 

before, P5 nations maintain veto power which would prevent a substantive document from 

being adopted and implemented; in the chamber of the only binding committee of the United 

Nations. In that case, there have been feverish critiques upon the bindingness and objectivity 

of the Council. P5 nations are directly able to prevent a very substantive and – maybe- a very 

beneficial resolution from its adoption, and this very issue damages the trust to the United 

Nations Security Council of the international community. The decisions are directly binding 

but may be deemed ineffective because they are not objective and unbiased; if the decisions 

were against the policy of a P5 nation, it would be vetoed and vice versa. Council is the only 

body that serves for the sustainability of the peacemaking missions, with the assistance of the 

UN Peacebuilding Commission (UNPBC), and these missions progress in the disputed areas. 

The decisions of the council in the context of peace promotion are being submitted by the 

‘’approval’’ of the P5 members and according to some critiques, this makes the bindingness of 

the council very hazardous and undemocratic.  

 

D. UN Treaties and Missions  

1. Applicability of the Treaties endorsed by the United Nations & the 

Question of Reevaluation 

Nuclear Test Ban Treaty & Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty 

After 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; scientists 

from the United States, United Kingdom, and the Russian Federation 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 Operation 



Castle) had a yield of 15 megatons of TNT, more than doubling the expected yield.32 In 1959, 

a scandal broke after the radioactive store was found in wheat and milk in the United States. 

These situations led scientists and people to become aware of the danger of radioactivity and 

raise their voice against nuclear testing. As a result, leaders and diplomats of States started to 

address the issue. Negotiations on banning atomic testing began between the U.S., the U.K., 

Canada, France, and the Soviet Union with the help of the United Nations Disarmament 

Commission.33 As negotiators 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, relations between the United States and the Soviet Union tensed over 

the installation 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.34 The motive for the test ban was provided by rising public 

skeptics over the magnitude of nuclear tests, particularly tests of new thermonuclear weapons 

(hydrogen bombs), and the resulting 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 permitted as long as no radioactive 

debris goes outside the boundaries of an experiment-conducting nation.35 The treaty also makes 

nations pledged for supporting works on disarmament and ending the contamination 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 
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and ratified by 168 nations. Despite the fact that Bill Clinton was the first leader to sign the 

treaty, U.S. Senate rejected by a vote of 51 to 48.36 All in all, these treaties, in the history ignited 

a great effect upon the question of the progression of the nuclear researches. Aside from those, 

there are numerous Treaties formed by the United Nations, pioneeringly the NPT. In the wake 

of the U.S. strafing Japan with two atomic bombs, a UN resolution recalled the necessity of a 

treat to prevent the spread of nuclear weapons. Hence, the treaty opened the signing in 1968, 

after the ‘Eighteen Nations Committee of Disarmament’ worked on drafts that formed the 

essentials of negotiations between 1965-1968. The Non-Proliferation 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 meetings called Review Conferences of the Parties to the Treaty of Non-Proliferation 

of Nuclear Weapons. Even though the treaty was initially conceived with a limited duration of 

25 years, the signing parties decided, by consensus, to unconditionally extend the treaty 

indefinitely during the Review Conference in New York City on 11 May 1995, in the 

culmination of U.S. government efforts led by Ambassador Thomas Graham Jr.37  The goal of 

the treaty was determined as achieving nuclear and complete disarmament, stopping the 

nuclear arsenals, and providing cooperation in the use of nuclear power. The pact includes 

prohibition for non-nuclear weapon states to acquire them and also five nuclear countries (U.S., 

U.K., France, China, Russia) from assisting them to gain nuclear weapons, while also 

promising nuclear disarmament of themselves.38 Besides, some of the additional measures 

were taken to expand the non-proliferation aim: export supervision of the Nuclear Suppliers 

Group, verification from International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA), and enforcements by 

UN Security Council. Although NPT plays a massive role in nuclear disarmament, throughout 
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the historical period, it has faced several challenges.39 Four nuclear states have not acceded the 

treaty: India, 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 

after Iran and Pakistan became nuclear Powers in 1998 and haven’t been subjected to any 

serious penalties. 

There are also 

allegations regarding 

Iran’s uranium 

enrichment facilities 

and Iraq’s progress of 

the nuclear program in 

the 1980’s despite 

these states' stand as a 

signatory for the treaty. 

Consequently, NPT 

has significant pillars, 

but critics regarding 

the effectiveness of NPT still exist.40 Applicability of the Non-

Proliferation Treaty had been a very mainstream debating issue 

of the international community. There has been annual review conferences convened on the 

implementation of the NPT. The gap within the implementation of the NPT is that the states 

who have not domesticated the NPT are not able to be inspected by an international authority 

in regard to the nuclear advancements that the non-signatory counties may have made so far. 

Illustrating the border dispute between Pakistan and India, both countries did not  

 

Ratified the NPT which makes the community unavailable and incompetent to inspect the 

nuclear advancements of the countries. Because of the intense border dispute prolonged 

between the two states, there is a high risk of a nuclear aggression within the borderline and 

the territories of India and Pakistan. DPRK (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, 

henceforth will be referred to as DPRK) was one of the main agenda of the year 2017 and 2018 

because of the nuclear aggression arose between the US and the DPRK, which was indirectly 
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ignited by the withdrawal of the DPRK from the NPT. Those further events show the 

insufficiency of a treaty to regulate the international non-aggression upon the issue of nuclear 

disarmament. Aside from those, there are several occasions which were to violate the NPT. 

However, there were not strict impositions implemented upon those acts of violations in the 

international context. 

 

United Nations Conventions on the Law of the Sea I (UNCLOS I) 

Prior to the conference held Montego Bay, the United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea 

had taken place two times, respectively UNCLOS I and UNCLOS II. 

UNCLOS I took place from 24 February 1958 to 27 February 1958 in Geneva. Attended by 86 

states across the globe, the conference organized itself in five committees and a plenary and 

followed a format similar to that of United Nations General Assembly. The task of the 

conference was worded as: “to examine the law of the sea, taking account not only of the legal 

but also of the technical, biological, economic and political aspects of the problem and to 

embody the results of its work in one or more international conventions or such other 

instruments as it may deem appropriate” and resulted in four conventions: 

 

1. Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone (CTS) 
 
The CTS sets out in detailed provisions the main rules on the territorial sea and the contiguous 

zone. Its rules address, in particular, baselines, bays, delimitation between States whose coasts 

are adjacent or face each other, innocent passage and the contiguous zone, yet it failed to set a 

limit for territorial waters, Observing the failure of CTS at this key topic, United Nations 

General Assembly initiated the UNCLOS II in advance. The agreement entered into force on 

10 September 1964, binding 52 states. 

 

2. Convention on the High Seas (CHS) 
 

The CHS defines the high seas as all parts of the sea not included in the territorial sea and 

internal waters. It deals specifically with: the freedoms of the high seas; the right of a state to 

have ships flying its flag under conditions fixed by it; the rights and obligations of the flag 

state; piracy; the right of visit; hot pursuit; and the laying of submarine cables and pipelines. It 

also contains two early and pioneering provisions on pollution by the discharge of oil and of 

radioactive wastes. 



 

3. Convention on Fishing and Conservation of the Living Resources of the High 
Seas (CFCLR) 

 

The CFCLR tackled with the overfishing in high seas and insisted on the states’ cooperation 

for the biological diversity’s protection. The convention was highly controversial as it is 

evidenced by the low number of ratifications for certain states that were particularly keen on 

developing claims in high seas to expand their fishing industries. 

 

4. Convention on the Continental Shelf (CCS) 

 

The CCS designated the sovereignty of states over the continental shelves in regards to the 

natural resources situated in those areas. During the UNCLOS III, the convention was subject 

to radical modification for the delegates regarded it ‘obsolete’ in the light of the new 

technologic advancements. 

 

Other than those four crucial conventions, the Optional Protocol of Signature concerning the 

Compulsory Settlement of Disputes (OPSD) was signed by thirty-eight states. The OPSD, to 

which only States parties to at least one of the Geneva Conventions can become a party, 

provided for compulsory jurisdiction of the ICJ for all disputes concerning the interpretation 

or application of the Conventions unless the parties to the dispute agree to arbitration or 

conciliation. Although the protocol was rather well-thought and seemingly efficient, it has 

never been in force practically. The importance of the Geneva Conventions is currently mostly 

historical, as an expression of the “traditional law of the sea”, namely, the law prevailing before 

the transformations in the international community and in its assessment of the uses of the seas 

that brought about the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea. 

 

UNCLOS II 

Examining the results of UNCLOS I and its failure to reach consensus upon the limits of 

territorial waters, United Nations General Assembly called for another conference that would 

take place from 17 March to 26 April 1960 in Geneva once again. Although it drafted two 

resolutions at the end the key points, for whom the conference occurred, were deferred to other 

conferences in the future. 

 



Montego Bay Convention (UNCLOS III) 

Twenty-two years after UNCLOS II, who had failed to settle the territorial waters issue, United 

Nations General Assembly called the United Nations Conference on Law of the Seas to 

summon once again in Resolution 2750, this time in Montego Bay, in 1982. The reasons for 

this decision of General Assembly are rather complicated, as in twenty-two years, the use of 

oceans had altered in accordance with the technological developments, international crises 

emerged over territorial disputes on water and the old 1958 conventions had proven themselves 

to be outmoded. The political figure who initiated the process of this conference’s occurrence 

was the Maltese Ambassador Arvid Pardo, who highlighted the technological developments 

that allow the nations to explore and exploit the seabeds, the importance of preserving the 

biological balance of oceans and other significant topics in his long speech.22 

The structural change in the international community during the decade Mr. Pardo delivered 

this speech in the United Nations General Assembly mainly consisted of the fact that 

independent nations were doubled in number, which caused new territorial claims and 

conflicting interests in the post-colonialist era over oceanic resources. As a consequence of this 

convention the UN acknowledged that the 200 nautical miles surrounding the borderlines of 

the respective countries should be deemed in the border limit of the country. There have been 

several maritime disputes, especially in the Arctic Sea and the South China Sea (SCS). For 

example, PRC has claimed the maritime territory of South China, exceeding 200 nautical miles, 

as the official maritime territory of the PRC and claimed the governance of some islands within 

the maritime territory. These claims have been overruled and invalidated by the International 

Court of Justice jurisdiction. Despite the decision of the ICJ, PRC persists claiming the areas 

and unrecognize the decision of the court. These kinds of events remind us that there are some 

gaps in the impositions in the conventions convened by the United Nations in regard to the 

international applicability.  

 

E. Block Positions 

Brazil 

Brazil is the biggest country in Latin America in the context of population and GDP. It is also 

the largest land in the region. It is the fifth-largest population in the world. Brazil also has a 

huge economy, being the seventh-largest economy in the world. Due to its growing power and 

influence, it demands a permanent seat at the United Nations Security Council. There are so 

many countries backing Brazil’s demand, including the Russian Federation, France, the United 

Kingdom and China.  



Germany 

Being the third biggest UN contributor, Germany is also seeking a permanent seat at the table. 

Since the end of World War II, Germany has incredibly improved its economy along with 

repairing its relations with the international community. Germany’s membership is supported 

by the European nations like the UK and France, G4 countries and the Russian Federation. 

 

Japan 

Japan is the second-largest contributor to the United Nations. With its massive economy and 

great contribution to the UN, Japan considers itself as a strong candidate for a possible new 

permanent seat at the United Nations Security Council. Along with India, Japan is considered 

more likely to be a permanent member. However, the People’s Republic of China made it 

crystal clear that it will not support an Indian membership associated with Japan, which poses 

a threat to the possible Japanese membership.  

 

India 

India is one of the biggest contributors to the UN Peacekeeping in terms of troops. In the past 

50 years, more than 100.000 Indian soldiers served in the missions conducted by the United 

Nations.41 Currently, it has more troops in the UN missions compared to the P5 Nations. It has 

the second-largest population in the world. India is now considered as the strongest candidate 

for the membership considering that it has the support of France, the UK, the US, China and 

the Russian Federation.  

 

United States 

The United States of America is open to a reform in the Security Council. It agrees that the 

Council should be expanded. Therefore, the United States expressed its support for India to be 

a permanent member of the Security Council, by a statement made by former President Barack 

Obama. 
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Russian Federation 

Russian Federation also supports the expansion of the Council. By a statement made by 

Minister of Foreign Affairs Sergey Lavrov, the Russian Federation reaffirmed its support for 

India and Brazil to be a permanent member in the Security Council. In addition, Russia believes 

that the Security Council needs an African nation to be a permanent member in terms of the 

promotion of equal representation.  

 

France and the United Kingdom 

Being the strongest nations of Europe, the United Kingdom and the Republic of France shares 

similar views upon the UN Reform. Both nations expressed their support for the memberships 

of Germany, India, Brazil and Japan by the joint UK-France Summit Declaration in 2008.  

 

UN Peacebuilding Commission (UNPBC) 

United Nations Peacebuilding Commission is the subsidiary body of the Special, Political and 

Decolonization Committee (UNGA 4) and the UN Security Council. It is responsible for the 

provision and the management of the necessary instruments to the regions in which the 

peacekeeping missions are being held. It supervises the peacekeeping forces and the 

peacemaking missions overall the world. Upon the debate prolonged on the question of the 

corruption within the peacekeeping missions sustained by the United Nations; UNPBC is the 

body that would take the responsibility of. In that context the role of the UNPBC is vitally 

important. If the UN Peacekeepers interrogate the citizens or perform the acts which they are 

accused of, the body which should supervise and take the necessary actions is the UNPBC.  

 

V. Conclusion  

Comprehension of the progression and the proceedings from the debate to the decision making 

in the United Nations Security Council is a must, if there would be a reform proposal 

consequently. The United Nations Security Council is the only binding body of the UN rife 

with many eligibilities and authorizations. These authorizations also put a very considerable 

amount of burden to the members of the highest committee of the UN: to ensure the unbiased 

progression of the peacemaking within the countries and territories. This is very contentious 

since a considerable amount of critiques are stating that the UNSC should not be the only body 

which is responsible for every single action of the UN or relevant bodies reasoning that the 

composition is absolutely undemocratic and gives a very certain right to five countries to be 

the priority even in the cases that do not concern their territorial sovereignty and integrity. 



Moreover, these decisions, which are submitted according to the intentions of the P5 members, 

are directly binding, which means that these decisions should be abided by the UN members 

according to the United Nations Charter. Many Member States of the United Nations are 

strictly against and opposing to this imposition, especially the African Nations. Reasoning that 

the UNSC is the final decision-making organ with regards to the peacekeeping organizations 

sustained in the African territories. G4 may be the best example of the reactions of the 

international community in this regard. G4 is a group formed to get permanent seats in the UN 

Security Council and consists of Germany, India, Brazil and Japan. They are zealous and very 

much committed to their aspiration: to be the permanent member of the UN Security Council 

reasoning that countries who won WWII should not be the highest authority when it comes to 

the decision-making in the 21st century. Most of the African Nations do believe that the 

composition of the UNSC should be equal and from each region there should be a permanent 

member which maintains the right to veto. Coming to the issue of bindingness of the council, 

the aforementioned issues also damage the liability of the council with respect to the vital 

decisions concerning the whole world. With that being said, reform in the Charter of the 

Security Council should immediately be made in order to increase the effectiveness of an 

international trust to the Council. Speaking off the treaties endorsed by the United Nations; the 

treaties that are in force right now may have been the correct way of approach to the 

international issues. However, they might lack some renovative details right now. Starting with 

the UNCLOS and the creation of the Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs);  a country can reject 

the existence and the is able to freely do not abide by the impositions of the UNCLOS III 

(Montego Bay Convention), referring to the PR China’s statement upon the verdict of the ICJ 

on the matter concerning the SCS. If there is a unilateral agreement made for the promotion of 

peace, each state should comply and, in the case, that the respective state violates the 

impositions; an international reaction should arise. On the question of the missions sustained 

by the United Nations, missions may be advantageous for the sake of international peace. 

However, the missions should be more transparent and further inspected by some unbiased 

authority. Accountability of the UN officials is a very important aspect of the issue in regard 

to the resolution of corruption within the structures of the United Nations. Should the UN 

officials or authorities be inspected in regard to the corruption and the work ethics should be, 

the first question comes to mind when the liability of the UN is being debated and must be 

directly answered. The aforementioned gaps within the UN Charter and the treaties, if altered 

correctly, may be converted to the benefit of the international community and the Security 



Council may, then, be a trustable organization in the context of the provision of the 

international peace for the nations. 

 

VI. Points that a Satisfactory Resolution should cover 

• What is the role of the Security Council on the question of the missions sustained by the 

UNPBC?  

• What kind of reforms should be made for the provision of equal membership to the Security 
Council? 

• Is the P5 and veto system harmful to the decision-making process? (If so, what constitutional 

changes shall be made for the provision of a novel decision-making system) 

• What amendments shall be given to the UN Charter for the alteration of the progress of 

decision-making? 

• Should there be a body that supervises the UN Security Council decisions? 

• How could the international reputation of the Council be advanced in regard to the decisions 
the UN Security Council make (since there are some countries who do not even deem the 

Council decisions valid, but abide by since they are binding) 

• What actions should be taken for the provision of the full transparency of the missions and 

decisions of the Council?  

• How could the international nuclear non-aggression be provided? (tackling the applicability of 

the NPT) 

• What is the role of the Montego Bay Convention upon the maritime disputes and EEZs 
(referring to the SCS issue)  

• Could the UN Security Council allocate its eligibility and binging power to the authorities on 

specific matters? (If so, on what matters and how will this allocation system work?) 

• How could the transparency be promoted in the Peacekeeping operations sustained by the UN? 

• What should be the accountability status of the UN officials? (referring the issue of the 

corruption within the peacekeeping and task missions) 

VII. Further Readings  

• A very informational handbook for the subsidiary committees of the UN 

Security Council for the provision of the better understanding of the mechanism 

of the council shall be accessed via: 

o un.org/securitycouncil/sites/www.un.org.securitycouncil/files/subsidiar

y_organs_factsheets.pdf 

 

 



• An illustration of the timeline of the Security Council and UN reform 

movements shall be accessed via: 

o https://electthecouncil.org/history-of-reform/ 

• A very elaborate review of the UNCLOS III (Montego Bay Convention) shall 

be accessed via: 

o https://treaties.un.org/Pages/ViewDetailsIII.aspx?src=TREATY&mtds

g_no=XXI-6&chapter=21&Temp=mtdsg3&clang=_en 

• A very informational document regarding the NPT and the reflection of the 

history upon the implementation of NPT shall be accessed via the following 

link: 

o https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/Reflections-on-treaty-on-non-

proliferation-of-nuclear-weapons.pdf 

• Official UN website for the provision of the UN Reform shall be accessed via: 

o https://reform.un.org/content/management-reform 

• A document which demonstrates the aims of the ‘’Uniting for Consensus’’ 

movement shall be accessed via: 

o http://vasington.be.mfa.gov.tr/Content/assets/consulate/images/localCa

che/12/5502a4f3-50b8-4593-86e0-faaca44bad70.pdf 

• You shall access a very elaborate review upon the peacekeeping missions via: 

o https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-

cage/wp/2018/06/28/u-n-peacekeeping-really-can-be-effective-heres-

how-we-tabulated-this/ 

• A very comprehensive issue brief upon the question of the decision-making 

process and statistics upon this shall be accessed via: 

o https://www.globalpolicy.org/images/pdfs/what_impact.pdf 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


