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Distinguished Participants of KAALMUN 2020, 



 
I am more than glad to welcome you to the first edition of KAALMUN 2020 conference. My 
name is Adnan Cem Kıral, I am currently studying Political Science and International Relations 
department at Yeditepe University. Because of my enthusiasm to the International Law and 
Global Crisis Management; I am participating in Model United Nations conferences since 2015 
with my day-by-day extended achievements.  
 
I am particularly interested in debating on the military and diplomatic based negotiations. 
Especially; I am really into researching, analyzing and examining the Post-Cold-War situation 
around the world. For instance; it has obviously seen that; although the disproportionality of the 
territories, resources and power have seem as existed during crucially in the Cold War Situation 
between the many world states; there are still struggles regarding exactly on these conflicts. Our 
two crucial and actual agenda items are exhibiting these. The hot conflicts in the Middle East and 
the Nuclear Weaponry disproportionality based conflict between the US and DPRK. So that 
understanding the both of them have been supplying a significant essence. The historical 
backgrounds, political backgrounds emphasis have cruciality in order to examine these conflicts 
efficiently. For the first agenda item; the Chemical Weaponry issues; it should be taken into 
account the relations between North Korea (DPRK) and South Korea (R.O.K.) plus the 
interventions of US and the interventions of Russian Federation should be examined well and 
also the consequences should be examined. For the second agenda item; the hot conflicts 
between Israel and Palestine in the Middle Eastern Region; all the Arab - Israeli War based 
situations should be evaluated, all the disproportionalities from resources, from territories and 
from sovereignty circumstances should be examined. Moreover interventions from exteriors are 
also having an essence at this point. With the evaluation of all of these; the resolution submission 
process would be much more easier. 
 
 These above - mentioned recommendations that I have gained from my MUN background. As 
an undersecretariat and the chairboard of the conference; we will expect a resolution task with 
the appropriate evaluations and solution methods for our UN General Assembly first 
committee’s essence; with regarding the disarmament and international security as it is requiring 
for the committee. Additionally; although we are the general assembly committee that is not 
containing the crisis updates; nevertheless the situations at our agenda items are consecutively 
updating in real life; during the sessions have been proceeding, we will sometimes receive some 
articles, letters, or news from the secretariat of the United Nations Organization of Disarmament 
Affairs, in order to ease our staff and for constructing the debate process of our committee. As an 
academic team of the conference; we have decided that, it would be highly beneficial in order to 
make the debate process much more fruitful.  
 



Before finishing my statements; I would like to present my special thanks; since they are the 
ones who deserve that for their efforts at the academic staff. Firstly; thanks to our co - heads of 
crisis Mr. Altay Özkut and Mr. Hüsnü HAYKIRIŞ for their wonderful ideas and their hard work 
during the process. Secondly; thank you very much our distinguished academic team members; 
Mr. Yakup Kaan Baycan, Mr. Ahmet Hakan Kurt and Mr. Murat Göcen for their great 
contributions for the conference. Biggest thanks to our one and only Secretary-General Ms. 
Şevval Şahin for her overwhelmingly valuable arrangement efforts for her esteemed 
contributions for us for the KAALMUN 20.  
 
Thank you very much for your attention to my welcome letter. I am wishing the fruitful debates 
and efficient MUN process for all the participants, especially my dear DiSec Delegates!  
 
Should you have any further questions, academic inquiries or something you would like to ask; 
please do not hesitate to contact me via: adnancem.kiral@std.yeditepe.edu.tr  
 
Best Regards, 
Adnan Cem Kıral 
Under Secretary-General of Disarmament and International Security Committee of 
KAALMUN’20 
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I.Introduction to United Nations General Assembly Disec 
Introduction to the Disarmament and International Security Committee 
 
The United Nations (UN) Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC) has been 
proceeding as the first committee of the United Nations General Assembly since the charter of 
the United Nations was signed in 1945. The main goal of this committee is “general principles of 
cooperation in the maintenance of international peace and security, including the principles 
governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments”. The inclusion can be the ongoing 
disputes between the countries, global imperfections that cause harmful influences to people 
particularly sourced from the armament issues or the countries’ interior humanitarian crisis that 
may cover the expansion risks. For these purposes; after the negotiations at the certain sessions 
or the caucuses of the committee there are resolution papers that submitted by the member states 
and it is possible to recommend the efficient resolution points to the UN Security Council or The 
international organizations that aims to make laws. Also as an institution that achieves to help 
this committee with the certain affairs and the agenda items; the name of this international 
organization is UN Organization of Disarmament Affairs (UNODA). 
 
Founding Elements 
In United Nations General Assembly there are 193 member states. All these states have 
representatives in United Nations GA first committee; DiSec. After the international issues have 
discussed in a certain agenda item; the resolution task that mandatory to approved by the 
secretariat will be implied. All the member states have a vote in the assembly. Consequently; 
UNGA is consisting of the secretariat, chair board and delegates.  
 
Mandate and Specific Characteristics 
All the process is connected to the UN Charter in this committee. According to the process: 
‘’The General Assembly occupies a central position as the chief deliberative, policymaking and 
representative organ of the United Nations. Comprising all 193 Members of the United Nations, 
it provides a unique forum for multilateral discussion of the full spectrum of international issues 
covered by the Charter. It also plays a significant role in the process of standard-setting and the 
codification of international law.’’ There are regular meetings in the committee. All the process 
of the committee has been reporting and directing to the UN Secretariat. By the result of the 
debates and the resolution task; UN Security Council, the International Court of Justice and the 
related decision making organizations will be evaluating the high level thematic debates in the 
certain council.  
 
 
 
 



Composition 
The subsidiary organs of the General Assembly that assured from the UN Charter as a decision 
from the certain rules and the secretariat's decisions are divided into categories: Boards, 
Commissions, Committees, Councils and Panels, and Working Groups and others. UN GA first 
committee Disarmament and International Security Committee is certainly proceeding the 
procedure of committee type of the United Nations sub-organ. After discussing the items on the 
agenda, seeking where possible to harmonize the various approaches of States, the subsidiary 
organs present their recommendations, usually in the form of draft resolutions and decisions, to a 
plenary meeting of the Assembly for its consideration. 
 
II. Agenda Item A 
Introduction to Agenda Item A: Promotion and Protection From the Possible Impacts of the 
Chemical Weapons’ Usage in the Content of the Disputes between the Nations Particularly 
USA and DPRK 
The issue of North Korean Nuclear Program is started with the end of the Cold War. The 
collapse of Soviet Union has released in these years and the economic ally with North Korea was 
obviously claimed. Nevertheless, in the 1950s the nuclear weaponry armament issue had been 
releasing between the United States and Soviet Union. The polarization was the issue during the 
Cold War situation. South Korea and North Korea was ideologically and geopolitically in a war 
situation between each other. Soviet Union was allying with North Korea; in other words 
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK). United States of America was allying with 
South Korea. Because of the armament situation and the consequence of the bipolarized war; the 
proxy war was the main issue. In the 21st century; the Chemical Weapons’ issue was naming as 
diplomatic failure between the US and DPRK. The implication of the event was; instably failure 
between the negotiations of Washington and Pyongyang. Through 2017, the Trump 
administration; the White House; the Government of US proclaimed its objectives: to seek out 
North Korea’s complete, nuclear chemical weaponry based verified denuclearization while 
warning the statement was exactly like that “We will not allow American cities to be threatened 
with destruction.” Throughout 2017, according to the White House proclaiming: ‘’The United 
States and North Korea seemed to be on a collision course, with the Trump administration 
reported to have seriously considered military options.’’ Also nowadays; there are still missile 
testing in Korean Peninsula particularly the North Korean lands. These have known as 
reassurance challenges. Although the situation has been seeming like the diplomatic engagement; 
there are always claiming the disproportionality of the chemical weapons from both sides. That 
is why; the situation is overwhelmingly consisting instability and challenges. There are many 
claims from both sides about the blaming about the destruction risks. Both sides are struggling to 
assure the society’s security. Nevertheless; there are two different methods; US is promoting the 
liberal Democrat policies in accordance with their status-quo with their constitutional 
implication. On the other hand; DPRK is watching authoritarian communist ideology in 



accordance with their belief on the assure their security. All over the world; politicians, 
militaries, all in all citizens have been deterring from the nuclear war particularly between the 
US and DPRK. Because the potentials of the missile crisis are at the highest probability and the 
biggest proportional risks have been supplying. In accordance with the security dilemma 
situation; according to many claims; Pyongyang has been promoting the international terrorism 
without assuring neither international law nor the aggregate security. These claims are releasing 
because of the credible and unquestionable nuclear deterrence from DPRK. Kim Jong-un, who is 
the President of the DPRK; strongly believe that; with the external aggression; the interior safety 
would be released. Nevertheless; asymmetric threats particularly to the neighbours of DPRK was 
also releasing. But; with this contribution; the explosion of the war is also being at lower risk 
because of certain policies. This dynamic is not unique to the Korean peninsula: 
The certain dynamic was referring exactly like that: 
‘’The so-called “stability - instability paradox” was an issue of concern between the United 
States and the Soviet Union during the Cold War, and remains an issue of concern regarding as 
such, this is not an insurmountable challenge—though it would require the United States and its 
allies to adjust its defense posture and military strategy to account for the evolving threat.’’ 
Reassurance challenges interventions from the USA and its allies have also seen during the 
process. For instance; in NATO; the issues of nuclear reelabilities have been discussing next to 
the possible and current diplomatic and military aggressions. These certain alliance dynamics are 
not unique to the Trump administration. The diplomatic failure implications are significantly 
involving at the certain circumstances of the guarantee of the alliance assurance. Alliance 
commitments are also taking into account that; there is a rising Chinese geopolitical power. So 
that; the interventions for the nuclear security of the certain reassured cities. Reassurance 
mechanism was identified for Tokyo and Seoul.  
 

 



Brief Summary of the History of the situation at Korean Peninsula 
The North-Korean Nuclear Nuclear Program Timeline of Events are divided into four phases. 
First phase; which is certainly between 1956 - 80 was training and gaining process. Second 
Phase; which is certainly between 1980 - 94 was growth and eventual suspension of North 
Korea’s Domestic Plutonium Production Program. Third Phase; between 1994 - 2002 was 
naming as ‘’the freeze on North Korea's plutonium program though North Korea pursued 
uranium enrichment in secret’’. Last but not least; Fourth Phase; 2002 - Present; it is naming as; 
renewed nuclear activities.  
 
First Phase: In 1956, North Korean scientists and engineers have begun to be trained from 
Soviet Union promotion; in order to initiation of the basic knowledge on nuclear program. In 
1958; U.S. deployed nuclear armed forces on South Korea. In 1959; Nuclear Cooperation 
Agreement signed between DPRK and Soviet Union. In 1962; Nuclear Research Center has 
opened in North Korea. The research reactors have shown expansions in exactly 1965 and 1974. 
As a following action; uranium mining operations have gained speed between the late 1970s and 
the early 1980s. 
 
Second Phase: Refine Yellowcake Uranium and Fuel Production interventions have done in the 
DPRK Factories. Between 1980 and 1985; Radiochemical Laboratory always gained power. 
Then in 1985; Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty was signed between U.S. Intelligence Analysts 
and DPRK administration. Nevertheless; this has not prevented the improvement of the nuclear 
bombs. And then the International Atomic Energy Agency assemblies have held between 1990 
and 1994 consecutively; in order to conduct disarmament situation against the problematic 
current ongoing process.  Nevertheless; In October 1994; all the member states expressed their 
dissatisfaction regarding the ongoing situation around the world; although all the attempts in 
order to solve the issues. Moreover there were Agreed Framework Signations between USA and 
DPRK on plutonium production program. But these were actually not preventing the threats 
direct to both sides from the opposite polars of the global ideologies.  
 
Third Phase: There is a deep instability on initial declaration on the amount of plutonium poses 
although several interventions between 1994 and 1996. After the chronic instability; in 
accordance with the official expression from IAEA: on 31 August 1998; ‘’North Korea launched 
a Paektusan-1 space launch vehicle in a launch attempt of its Kwangmyŏngsŏng-1 satellite. U.S. 
military analysts suspect satellite launch is a ruse for the testing of an ICBM. This missile flew 
over Japan causing the Japanese government to retract 1 billion in aid for two civilian light-water 
reactors.’’ Then in 2002 US President George W. Bush addressed constructions on Korean 
Peninsula in order to indicate the interventions based on peacekeeping operations. First Concrete 
from US has been structured on 7th September 2002; in order to be pouring light-water nuclear 
power plant under the assurance of the certain organization name as; Korean Peninsula Energy 



Development Organization. In the following months; the non-aggression pact between US and 
DPRK plus both sides’ allies have signed in order to assure the elimination of the threats come 
from each side. Then Pyongyang Nuclear Research Center has been started to visit from the 
countries’ leaders in order to contribute assurance on the disarmament. But there were still 
confusions regarding the settling of the Nuclear Resources on Northern land of the Korean 
Peninsula, especially from the Seoul Government. Then the admission regarding the right to 
possess have been released by the assurance of all countries’ giving assurance to the agreement. 
But the international assurance began to triggered the DPRK administration since the certain 
resources have been finding on their certain lands. The year of 2002 end with these certain 
updates: 13 December: ‘’North Korea asks the UN's International Atomic Energy Agency 
(IAEA) to remove seals and surveillance equipment – the IAEA's "eyes and ears" on the North's 
nuclear status—from its Yongbyon power plant.’’ 
22 December: ‘’The North begins removing monitoring devices from the Yongbyon plant.’’ 
24 December: ‘’North Korea begins repairs at the Yongbyon plant. North-South Korea talks over 
reopening road and rail border links, which have been struggling on despite the increased 
tension, finally stall.’’ 
After all these global based diplomatic negotiations; DPRK reopened its territories to the IAEA 
Nuclear Inspectors. Production of weapon grade plutonium has started on the North Korea’s 
lands. But it was also a non-permanent action from DPRK. 
 
Fourth Phase: On January 2003; DPRK declared to withdrawal from Non-Proliferation Treaty. 
Then diplomatic talks started for the new non-aggression pact. These negotiations were based on 
cabinet level process; consisting of North Korea and South Korea. By the development of these 
negotiations; spy satellites tracked movements have indicated and exposed from unnamed US 
investigation forces. Then consecutively and oppositional warning to each sides’ from the 
oppositions have commenced with gained speed. On February; the situation has moved to the 
UN Security Council in order to set arbitration. On March; there were reciprocal missiles 
between North and South Korea. On April; Ministerial negotiations between two poles have 
cancelled. 
On 28 April: US Secretary of State Colin Powell says ‘’North Korea made an offer to US 
officials, during the talks in Beijing, to scrap its nuclear programme in exchange for major 
concessions from the United States. He does not specify what those concessions are, but reports 
say that Pyongyang wants normalised relations with the US and economic assistance. Mr Powell 
says Washington is studying the offer.’’ 
The following months have sustained with the ‘’freeze’’ offer from North Korea on certainly 
Nuclear Weapons Program. About the end of the year the Six-Party Talks have been set. United 
States and North Korea were the fundamental parties. Other members of the six-party talks were: 
China, Russia, South Korea, and Japan.  
 



 
 

On January 10th of 2004: Nuclear Deterrent Facility of North Korea has visited by unofficial US 
Team. The assemblies’ of Six Party Talks have held for second time on January 2004. Although 
the interventions to set a non - aggression pact; North Korea’s secretly send Uranium Nuclear 
Weapon to Libya has happened.  
Regarding the certain issue 2 July: US Secretary of State Colin Powell meets the North Korean 
Foreign Minister, Paek Nam-sun, in the highest-level talks on the missile crisis on Libya between 
the two countries since the crisis erupted. 
In May 2005; the Non-Proliferation Treaty has signed again. Agreed Framework has 
overwhelmingly successfully relieved.  
Since 2005; the periodical Nuclear Tests around the world have been going on either USA and 
DPRK. The armament has been intervened to improve day-by-day. The cruciality of the tests are 
also increasing as it has obviously seen from the diplomatic and scientific analysis.  
 
 

 
 



 
Role Playing Actors in Certain Area 
There is a Six-Party Talks regarding the developed situation at Korean Peninsula.  
-United States of America: the main issue, disproportionality of the nuclear chemical resources 
has been sourcing from US interventions on Korean Peninsula.  
 
-Democratic People’s Republic of Korea: the center of North Korea has always been 
problematic during the certain diplomatic negotiations.  
 
-Republic of Korea: As a polarity and as a political stance; it has been always opposite to the 
North side as a South Korea.  
 
-China: As an improving geopolitical power of the world; China has also dominance on the 
Chemical Weapons circumstances based issues. 
  
-Russian Federation: Since the Soviet Union periods; Russian Federation has been military ally 
with DPRK in accordance with the political stance.  
 
-Japan: With the improving and improved technologies on several sections of science and 
politics; Japan has also been involved to the certain assembly.  
 

 



 
Issues  
Expanding Nuclear Capabilities 
‘’North Korea’s growing nuclear arsenal and ballistic missile capabilities jeopardize an 
ever-widening 
range of U.S. bases, allies, and interests and could reach the continental United States in the next 
few 
years. This nuclear weapon threat is rapidly changing the environment for U.S. military 
planning. 
THE UNITED STATES MUST RETHINK HOW IT CONCEIVES OF A POSSIBLE 
CONFLICT IN KOREA 
AND THE REQUIREMENTS FOR DETERRENCE AND WARFIGHTING UNDER A 
NUCLEAR SHADOW.’’ 
 
 
 
 
The Conventional Artillery Threat 

THE DPRK LONG-RANGE ARTILLERY (LRA) PUTS AT RISK: 
50% of ROK population + 50% of economic activity 

The U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) estimates that the DPRK has over 14,000 artillery 
systems of all types, with approximately 70% of those systems forward deployed in over 4,000 
underground bunkers, many within range of South Korea. DoD estimates that these pieces are 
capable of firing 500,000 shells per hour for several hours. Up to one-third of DPRK units may 
be capable of employing chemical weapons, drawing upon the estimated 2,500–5,000 tons of 
chemical agents the DPRK is believed to possess. This force has already contributed to deterring 
preemptive strikes to halt the North Korean nuclear and intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) 
programs. The vulnerability of South Korean population centers to artillery increases the 
DPRK’s leverage and may increase the risks of provocation and conflict escalation. 
A COSTLY DILEMMA Rather than firing at maximum rate, the DPRK could choose to fire 
from a few to 10,000 shells per day on South Korean population centers. Such an attack would 
expose only a subset of the DPRK weapons for a short time to U.S.–ROK counterfire. By 
conserving its strength, the DPRK could continue these attacks for a protracted period of 
time—possibly for months—and preserve the threat of escalating to chemical and 
perhaps nuclear attack. Effectively ending this barrage upon Seoul would require a coordinated 
counteroffensive by U.S. and ROK air and ground forces. Long-range air and ground fires would 
not be sufficient to neutralize this threat. 



 
 
 
 
 
Potential Massive Civilian Intervention 
In the event of an actual attack upon the Seoul metropolitan area, up to 25 million 
South Koreans and another 1.5 million foreign nationals, including 150,000 Americans and 
approximately 1,000,000 Chinese, may have to be evacuated. » COOPERATION AND 
PREPARATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES, THE ROK, JAPAN, CHINA, 
AND OTHER ALLIES AND PARTNERS IS REQUIRED TO MAKE AN NEO ON THIS 
SCALE FEASIBLE. 
Consequences of Collapsed Regime and Consequences of Historical Background 
ROK Evacuation: U.S. CITIZENS: 150,000 PREPARING FOR AN NEO 
Conducted to assist the U.S. Department of State (DOS), a NEO of U.S. citizens alone would 
include U.S. 
government civilian employees and dependents, U.S. military family members, and other 
designated personnel (private U.S. citizens and their dependents; legal U.S. residents; foreign 
national employees of the 
U.S. government and their dependents; and other designated non–U.S. government foreign 
nationals). 
 
Trade Relations 
COMPLEX EVACUATION OPERATIONS 



Other countries that are likely to participate in a NEO, including Japan and China, have vastly 
different 
capabilities and resources at their disposal to evacuate their citizens out of harm’s way. 
China is particularly well placed—geographically proximate, with substantial air and sea lift 
assets—to 
either unilaterally evacuate or cooperate in executing evacuation operations. Furthermore, China 
might 
also press the DPRK to refrain from targeting civilians, especially those seeking to exit a war 
zone. 
Concept of Evacuation: 
An NEO from the Korean Peninsula would require considerable joint and interagency 
coordination 
between the DOS, U.S. and ROK militaries, and DoD agencies to conduct the evacuation from 
beginning to end. 
Several step-by-step processes need to occur to execute a successful NEO: 
ALE 
 
Definition of Key Terms 
 
Security Dilemma: The situation when the defence policies have been contradicting and causing 
the crucial military issue just for the purpose of defence but preempt conflicts’ release 
 
Proxy War: Two sides are both arming their allies and the allies of opposition sides are militarily 
attacking each other and it is certain war type 
 
Missile: releasing the armament capability to the opposition side in order to occur deterrence of 
itself  
 
Collective Security: setting an alliance in order to promote the assurance of all members of the 
alliance are in the safety situation because in order to possible attacks all the alliance members 
will interfere to rescue the victim member 
 
Deterrence: setting an armament or almost similar protection line against your opposition sides’ 
fear 
 
Detente: the policy or the situation when the war or similar conflict is coming to an end and 
disarmament or peace agreement would be signed for the assurance 
 



Invasion: the collective running into the certain land, generally planned, and it usually aims the 
chaotic situation from the proposer 
 
Immigration: permanently or non-permanently settling another place from your homeland 
because of several reasons such as war, lack of economy, education or something related to them 
 
Armament: deploying the weapons for the usually militarial causes for yourself or for your allies 
 
Sovereignty: being a sovereign, dominant, officially powerful on something or particularly 
somewhere in law; in order to your independence or autonomy and officially declaration of them 
to the outside; the strongest example is ‘’the sovereignty belongs to the public without 
circumstances and conditions’’ quotate.   
 
Power: having capability on your hand to make someone do something usually without taking its 
permission or willingness 
 
Dominance: having an official power on someone or something to be dominant with the source 
of the tangible or intangible circumstance 
 
Containment: with presenting the common profits; having allies and using it as a policy 
 
Expansion: spreading out the territories or ideologies in order to be dominant around somewhere 
or around the world 
 
-Confederation = independent institutions that constructed by the people owns the same profit or 
same goal and the institutions for accomplish their achievements 
 
-Dominance = the pressure from the forceful leader and supply of the force to the certain society 
 
-Territory = the place owns to the certain autonomous group or the official country that assured 
by the certain borderlines 
 
-Raison d’etat = the French term and it was used Thirty Years’ War at most for identify the 
attitude of French Empire. The closest meaning of this term is ‘’national profit’’ 
 
-Alliance = setting a collaboration for common profit or to contribute security during the 
unexpected or typical situations 
 



-Conservatism = the extreme bond at the certain idea such as the nationalism that numerous 
countries imply during the unification process 
 
-Welfareness = contribution of the specialities of the social state such as promotion of equal 
rights to the citizen or advanced services according to the provisions of the taxes 
 
-Assembly = the official meeting that usually holds at the formal place which is appropriate to 
the theme of the agenda item of the assembly 
 
-Treaty = the detailed document that shows the certain deal or offer with two sides such as two 
citizens or two countries or two any groups  
 
 
Previous Attempts and Disarmament Policies 
 
-Non-Aggression Pact setting intervention from DPRK and US both.  
-Six - Party involved assembly talks 
-IAEA attempts 
-UNSC decisions 
-Nuclear Deterrent Pacts 
-Non - Proliferation Treaties  
 
Points Should be Covered 
 
-What should be the exact stances of Six Parties’ from Six Party Talks and how can they be 
encouraged to act collaboratively? 
-How can the next intervention to set a non-aggression pact should be like? 
-What is the certain responsibility of IAEA and UNSC on the Korean Peninsula’s Situation? 
-What should be the stance of the scientists on the certain situation in order to provide the non - 
proliferation with treaty or any and all further items appropriately? 
-Where can two blocs commonly meet in order to solve the current instability? 
 
III. Agenda Item B  
Introduction to Agenda Item B: Examination of the Military Based Issues Between Palestine 
and Israel with Taken Into Account Religious Content and Combating the Related Terrorist 
Actions in a Worldwide Base 
 
   Why does the Wars are being intensive degree at the Middle Eastern and North African Region 
of the World? It can be claimed many arguments, nevertheless particularly these are basing on 



the intensiveness of the natural and artificial resources. In order to understand this topic better; 
Effects of Middle Eastern and Turkey’s Petroleum Sondage to the Environment and World 
Politics and ‘’Approaches from Liberals and Conservatives’’ should be discussed. In accordance 
with the Middle Eastern Approaches to their own and MENA Region’s Petroleum sondage; there 
is a conservative perspective. They are believing that the petroleum that passes from their own 
territories’ soil are belonging to their own country’s budgetary. Additionally countries in this 
region usually have been taking into account the armament in order to strengthen the defensive 
capacity. On the other hand there are much more liberal perspective from North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization which is the example of collaborative action. According to the Transatlantic 
defence industrial cooperation challenges and prospects; Despite over 50 years of military 
cooperation within NATO; many internal member states are currently facing with the 
technological competitions accordingly to the defence industries of several states. Arms sales 
and armed forces’ procurement are circulating rapidly as a content of transatlantic defence 
circumstances. However the balanced Euro-American partnership demands have shown the 
existence; internal armaments are also showing dominance all across the globe Framework for 
NATO-Industry Engagement 
NATO is engaged in non-procurement and procurement relations with industry. This framework 
aims at improving interaction between NATO and industry, while supplying a more qualified as 
an efficiency based relationship providing relevant inputs for harmonisation of national and 
multinational capability requirements.  
In addition to all of these general Middle Eastern issues ; there are specific circumstances for 
Israeli - Palestinian conflict. Both countries’ requests for being dominant on the certain lands; 
specifically the place names as Gaza. Also religion based dominance competition is also an 
essential issue. At one side; Jewish territorial expansion targets are the case; on the other hand 
there is a request for Arab dominance at the certain areas. Moreover; there is a crucial refugee 
crisis. According to United Nations expression; here is the official updates for the events: 
‘’Between 700,000 and 750,000 Palestinian Arabs fled or were expelled from the area that 
became Israel and became what is known today as the Palestinian refugees.The Palestinian 
refugees were not allowed to return to Israel and most of the neighboring Arab states, with the 
exception of Transjordan, denied granting them – or their descendants – citizenship. In 1949, 
Israel offered to allow some members of families that had been separated during the war to 
return, to release refugee accounts frozen in Israeli banks, and to repatriate 100,000 refugees. 
The Arab states rejected this compromise, at least in part because they were unwilling to take 
any action that might be construed as recognition of Israel. As of today, most of them still live in 
refugee camps and the question of how their situation should be resolved remains one of the 
main issues of the Israeli–Palestinian conflict. Due to the 1948 Arab–Israeli war, about 856,000 
Jews fled or were expelled from their homes in Arab countries and most were forced to abandon 
their property. Jews from Libya, Iraq, Yemen, Syria, Lebanon and North Africa left due to 
physical and political insecurity, with the majority being forced to abandon their properties. 



260,000 reached Israel in 1948–1951, 600,000 by 1972. While most of the Palestinian Arab 
population that remained in Israel after the war was granted an Israeli citizenship, Arab Israelis 
were subject to martial law up to 1966. A variety of legal measures facilitated the transfer of land 
abandoned by Arabs to state ownership. In 1966, security restrictions placed on Arab citizens of 
Israel were lifted completely, the government set about dismantling most of the discriminatory 
laws, and Arab citizens of Israel were granted the same rights as Jewish citizens. After the 1948 
war, some of the Palestinian refugees who lived in camps in the West Bank within Jordanian 
controlled territory, the Gaza Strip Egyptian controlled territory and Syria tried to return by 
infiltration into Israeli territory, and some of those Palestinians who had remained in Israel were 
declared infiltrators by Israel and were deported. Ben-Gurion emphatically rejected the return of 
refugees in the Israeli Cabinet decision of June 1948 reiterated in a letter to the UN of August 2, 
1949 containing the text of a statement made by Moshe Sharett on August 1, 1948 where the 
basic attitude of the Israeli Government was that a solution must be sought, not through the 
return of the refugees to Israel, but through the resettlement of the Palestinian Arab refugee 
population in other states.’’ (United Nations Security Council Report, 2005) 
 
 
Historical Background and the Timeline of Events 
Israeli - Palestinian Conflict has started with the establishment of Israel as state, in 1948. 
Intercommunal Violence in Mandatory Palestine was the source of the problem.  It is 
fundamentally regards the disputes between Israeli and Arab States. The history of the issues 
have been fundamentally coming from World War I and Aftermath; which supply essence for the 
dissolution of Ottoman Empire. As a following essential terms there are certain phases: 
-Before World War II 
- During World War II 
- After World War II 
- 1947 partition 
- 1947–1948 war: Yishuv versus Palestinian Arabs and volunteers 
- 1948–49 war: Israel and the Arab states 
- 1950–67, Six-Day War 
- 1967–93 
- 1993–2000: Oslo peace process 
- 2000–05: Second Intifada 
- 2005 to present: ‘’Gaza-Israel conflict’’, ‘’The West Bank and the Palestinian Authority’’ 



 
 
Role Playing Actors  
Arab League 
 
United Nations Security Council and North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
      Whole these research attempts showed that; the armament races, exploitations during wars, 
disproportionality of the resources harmed the environment. But on the other hand prior to the 
procurement of capabilities NATO can act, if agreed by the nations, as a forum for discussion 
and information exchange allowing NATO, nations and industry to communicate on capability 
requirements and potential solutions, including on standards for interoperability. In this 
non-procurement phase a free exchange of information needs to be Encouraged. Moreover; it is 
obviously seen that most of the countries that own the active role alongside the Middle Eastern 
Region have watched the conservative approaches instead of the arbitration or any kind of 
appropriate agreement action. In contrast, there are policies that improved by the NATO Energy 
Security Centre of Excellence in order to find solutions to the issues regarding environment, 
climate and military based security that have assured and received the vote of confidence in also 
additional international areas particularly United Nations. Clearly as a proof, NATO and industry 
also interact in procurement activities when NATO procures capabilities and/or services from 
industry through NATO common-funded programmes (principally in the C3 domain, but also in 
logistic services, support to operations, etc). In this case, it must be noted that the relations 
between NATO and industry in the procurement phase are governed by well-defined rules and 
regulations and this framework acknowledges the fact that NATO-Industry engagement will be 
governed by these. NATO-Standard Compliant Defence Industry Partner for Middle East &amp; 
North Africa (MENA) Region Countries can be evaluated with two points one of them is: 



‘’General Overview Regarding NATO Standards’’: NATO is also interfering during the rising 
geopolitical tensions’ processes. Certain countries’ ministry of defence offices are taking an 
active role during that kind of imperfection included situations. Nevertheless; the imperfections 
regarding the Middle Eastern Petroleum Sondage has still been continuing today, in 2019. 
Although these lacks of balance of power; as a representative of liberal approach particularly 
NATO EnSec CoE with the further international organizations’ attempts, recommendations, 
solution based remarks, actions regarding solve the issue have been sustaining.  
 
 
Israel 
‘’A particular case in point was in 2001, when 28 Palestinian and Lebanese survivors of the 1982 
Sabra and Shatila massacre attempted to try, in a Belgian court, late Israeli leader and accused 
war criminal, Ariel Sharon. Intense American pressures and a brazen intimidation campaign, 
targeting the Belgian government and the judicial system, resulted in the dismissal of the case in 
2003. To deny Israel’s victims the opportunity to seek justice everywhere in the country, 
Belgium revised its very law, to the satisfaction of Israel and the United States. The high level of 
the ICC investigations places the legal push against Israel at a whole new level. This is uncharted 
territory for Israel, the United States, Palestine, the ICC and the international community as a 
whole. There is little doubt that some joint Israeli-American effort is already underway to 
develop strategies aimed at countering, if not altogether dismissing, the ICC investigation. 
 
It is clear that justice for Palestinians in the face of Israeli aggression, itself fueled by 
unconditional American support, is not at all possible if it is not accompanied by regional and 
international unity, and a clear and decisive decision by all parties concerned that Israel, once 
and for all, must pay for its military occupation, racist apartheid laws, protracted siege on Gaza, 
and the many massacres in between. Without this kind of international will, the ICC 
investigation could become another sad case of justice denied, a non-acceptable option for any 
justice-seeking individual, organization, and government anywhere in the world.’’ (International 
Criminal Court Memorandum, Israeli Advocacy) 
 
Palestine 
Israeli Actions in Gaza: ‘’As of November 19, lethal force by Israeli forces resulted in the killing 
of 252 and injuring of 25,522 Palestinians in Gaza, OCHA reported. Many of the injuries were 
life-changing, including hundreds of cases of severe soft tissue damage, some necessitating 
amputation of limbs. Most of the killings took place in the context of protests, where Israeli 
forces, following orders from senior officials, used live ammunition against people who 
approached or attempted to cross or damage fences between Gaza and Israel. Israeli officials 
rejected the international human rights law standard in policing situations that prohibits the 
intentional use of lethal force except as a last resort to prevent an imminent threat to life. They 



argued that live ammunition was necessary to stop breaches of the fences, which they claimed 
was a Hamas strategy to enable militants to kill or capture Israelis, without sufficiently 
addressing why lesser measures would not have worked.’’ 
 
Hamas and Palestinian Armed Groups’ Actions in Gaza: ‘’Attacks by Palestinian armed groups 
in Gaza, mainly indiscriminate rocket attacks, led to the injuries of more than 40 Israelis as of 
November 19. Hamas authorities continue to disclose no information about two Israeli civilians 
with psychosocial disabilities, Avera Mangistu and Hisham al-Sayed, whom they have 
apparently held for several years, in violation of international law. In addition to regular arbitrary 
arrests of dissidents and torture of those in its custody, Hamas authorities have carried out 25 
executions since they took control in Gaza in June 2007, though none in 2018, following trials 
that lacked appropriate due process protections. Courts in Gaza have sentenced 125 people to 
death in this period, according to the Palestinian Center for Human Rights. Laws in Gaza punish 
“unnatural intercourse” of a sexual nature, understood to include same-sex relationships, with up 
to 10 years in prison.’’ 
 
United States of America 
As a following situation of oil embargo; during early 1970s the USA’s Gross National Product 
has declined and unemployment doubled because of the certain situation in Arabian peninsula. 
After twenty years, the Gulf War had been releasing in order to decline the threat to Middle 
Eastern supplies. All of these have undoubtedly given various harms to the environment 
particularly the atmosphere of the World. It has suggested from the international organizations 
that aim to promote the efficient energy and the clean environment that every country that 
participates in the protection of environment based projects implement raise awareness to 
prevent possible toxic gas leakages from happening on this matter by using media, making 
appropriate assemblies about how to prevent toxic gas leakages and what to do with the already 
leaked toxins. The volunteer program that would be supported to be working for this project aims 
also discuss it with environmental organizations. North Atlantic Treaty Organization as an 
organization that aims to promote collective security shall create an official website with a 
donation poll where people can donate to voluntarily to protect the environment and also the 
website shall have a subscription section where they can gain extra quirks when they subscribe. 
Moreover these oscillations of petroleum have been causing damages to the Middle Eastern 
countries’ environment. Consequently, these environmental and overwhelmingly political issues 
have been sourcing from the lack of separation of the natural and artificial resources. In the other 
words; disproportionality of the political power and lack of distribution of natural resources have 
been releasing at the center of the conflict themed Middle Eastern Region’s Petroleum Sondage. 
Literally, overwhelming number of countries governmental policies are depending on 
conservative approaches while international organizations are focusing on liberal construction in 



accordance with the above mentioned cases that have been placing at the framework of the 
conflicts. 
 
 
 
Russian Federation 
Russia has been actively involved in the region to preserve its interests, namely ensuring stability 
in a region where jihadi terrorism has run rampant. That was the main reason it intervened in 
Syria in 2015, as Salafi jihadi forces such as Da’esh, Fatah al-Sham (formerly known as Jabhat 
al-Nusra or Al-Qaeda in Syria), Ahrar al-Sham, and others were almost certainly on their way to 
occupying Damascus, which constitutes a red line for Moscow. In nearly three years, Russia has 
almost removed all of the Salafi jihadi terrorists from Syria and is now focused on finding a 
negotiated solution to the seven-year civil war. While it is working on a peace agreement in 
Sochi and Astana, Russia still sees Syria as the front line to its war on terror and is closely 
working with the Syrian Army to ensure it can fend off terrorists and any destabilizing efforts 
from any regional and external players. At the same time, Russia is constantly working with all 
the necessary partners to ensure stability there. However, some prominent Russian figures 
including Russian foreign minister Sergei Lavrov, the Russian deputy envoy to the United 
Nations Vladimir Safronkov, and scholar Vitaly Naumkin have suggested that Russia can play a 
crucial role in resolving the decades-old Israeli-Palestinian conflict. While the prospect for a 
solution to this conflict seems bleak, having a new player that can help is a positive sign. In fact, 
Russia has unique credentials to kick-start peace talks, since it is a veto-holding member of the 
UN Security Council and a member of the Middle East Quartet. In both international bodies, 
Washington has been mingling with far right-wing elements in Israel and stonewalling any 
potential peace agreement between the Israelis and the Palestinians by vetoing key United 
Nations Security Council resolutions. A more reliable player who is active in the region, like 
Russia, would serve well as a broker to help the necessary parties come to an agreement. 
 
MENA countries 
 
In the timeline of events there were many sources in order to clarify the issues on the Middle 
Eastern Region. The conflicts are usually connected to the lack of separation of the resources. 
The lack of the balance of power is the case of International Relations. For instance according to 
the researcher author Lousie Fawcet: “ If defining the Middle East presents challenges, 
international relations for its part, is an evolving and often imprecise social sciences” (Lousie 
Fawcet, International Relations of the Middle East)  
 
Secondly: ‘’Standards Based on Turkey’s Petroleum Sondage in Meditarrianian’’ Like many 
developing countries in the world; self sufficient defence sector is supplying importance for 



Turkey. Indogenious manufacturing and development during the current process since 2002 has 
embarked on a defence equipment policy. As a result of these implementation Turkey has turned 
to be a manufacturer of NATO - Standard compliant and shown presence at the fields of land, air 
and naval platforms. Additionally it can be talked about the Opportunities for military 
procurement Improved flexibility of contracts, more sharing of risks with suppliers, bringing in 
ideas from other sectors and encouraging smaller suppliers are all ways in which defense 
procurement could be improved. But perhaps the most important is to shift defense procurement 
officials from trying to predict the future to making use of agile methods of buying that allow 
them to take advantage of what the future brings. NATO implementations based on European 
Security and Defense Policy can be evaluated as According to the NATO and European 
international organizations’ common targets; European Capabilities and European political and 
military aspirations have paralleled worries as to whether NATO will in the future have the 
military capabilities required for military transformation to be effective, the United States must 
be willing to trust its European partners by sharing advanced technology, such as stealth and 
command-and-control systems. The scale of these challenges has prompted some US 
commentators to query the strategic utility of autonomous European development and 
acquisition efforts and to argue that the US drive towards transformation, along with its 
increasing defence spending and it is commented from the Euro- Atlantic organization 
commonly as: ‘’it has given US industry an already unassailable 
technological lead. These commentators argue that European programs that duplicate 
development efforts are costly and wasteful in the context of European spending constraints. 
The A400M and Galileo programs have been singled out for particular US criticism. The United 
States can offer operational capabilities, whilst European projects are in many cases still on the 
drawing board. European collaborative efforts to catch-up with the United States—the naysayers 
continue—are likely to be more costly and quite possibly technologically inferior to buying off- 
the-shelf from the United States.’’ The EU, NATO and the European defence 
market.Institutional Interaction based on the Defence Market Based on the European Defence 
Market; NATO and EU collaboratively gave effort for the contribution of the safety of the 
borders. Especially European defence self assertion has been the crucial issue during the process 
of the institutional interaction between the many states around the world. Overwhelmingly 
Inter-organizational definition is appropriate for the EU–NATO relationship has become a 
“catalytic case study” in terms of inspiring conceptual experimentation and advancing efforts to 
theorize. According to Globalisation Matter: EU and NATO are institutional tools through which 
European states can manage the positive effects and negative consequences of defence 
globalisation. By drawing on an innovative conceptual framework derived from the institutional 
interaction literature, this article analyses how the EU and NATO interact with one another for 
defence–industrial issues. In doing so, the article principally aims to provide a conceptually 
informed analysis of the appeal of each body as a mechanism for defence–industrial cooperation 
and how each institution affects the other. The armament is causing the security dilemma which 



is sources as countries’ defensive attempts. Undoubtedly; these controversy attacks are harming 
the harmony of Nature. NATO is supporting the collective action contributions that can be 
related to the liberal perspective. In other words; when the topic has been evaluating as a liberal 
solution from NATO; it is different based on MENA. Other question for the issues: ‘’Is the main 
issue based on separation of resources at the certain region?’’ Middle Eastern countries are not 
supporting the division of the resources. They are mostly based on the collection of the resources 
at their own territories.  
 
Issues Based on Disputes 
There are disputed lands, disputed resources and consecutive civil and transnational wars on the 
certain area. These have been showing increase periodically; and increase the tensions regarding 
the Arab - Israeli War. Although the international framework and international law based 
implementations interventions regarding the conflict; the issues cannot be resolved. The global 
interferences for this conflict have been currently going on.  
 
Mutual Recognition, Borders, Israeli Settlements 
The Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (the 
Committee) has consistently supported all international efforts aimed at pursuing peace 
negotiations as a way of ending the occupation and resolving the question of Palestine in all its 
aspects on the basis of international law and United Nations resolutions. The Committee 
welcomed the 1991 Madrid peace process, as well as the 1993 Declaration of Principles and 
subsequent agreements reached by Israel and the PLO. In 2002, the Committee welcomed the 
affirmation of a vision of a region where two States, Israel and Palestine, would live side by side 
within secure and recognized borders, as set out in Security Council resolution 1397 (2002). The 
Committee urged the swift realization of that objective, through a concrete step-by-step 
mechanism covering the political, economic and security fields within a specified time frame. In 
this respect, the Committee also welcomed the peace initiative adopted by the Arab States at 
their summit in Beirut on 28 March 2002 and asked Israel to reciprocate in good faith. 
 
The Committee supports the continuing efforts of the diplomatic Quartet, consisting of the 
United States of America, the Russian Federation, the European Union and the United Nations, 
particularly for promoting a peace plan entitled “A performance-based road map to a permanent 
two-State solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict”, which was endorsed by the Security 
Council in its resolution 1515 (2003). The Committee urged the Quartet and the international 
community to help the parties implement their obligations under the plan, relating notably to 
questions of security and the freezing of settlement activity. In the view of the Committee, the 
Road Map offers a way to achieve a comprehensive, just and lasting settlement of the question of 
Palestine, in accordance with Security Council resolutions 242 (1967), 338 (1973), 1397 (2002) 
and 1515 (2003), and the principle of a permanent two-State solution based on the 1967 borders, 



the realization of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, and the right of all States in the 
region to live in peace and security. The Committee believes that in order to realize the two-State 
solution, the parties must respect all previously signed agreements and commitments. 
 
Security, Water Rights, Control of Jerusalem,  
Palestinian Freedom of Movement, and Palestinian Right of Return 
The international legislation does not recognize Israel’s claim that the entire city of Jerusalem is 
its capital. In this regard, East Jerusalem is recognized as an integral part of the Palestinian 
Territory occupied by Israel since 1967. It has been considering that a negotiated solution on the 
status of Jerusalem that takes account of the political and religious concerns of all sides is a 
prerequisite for a solution to the Israeli-Palestinian conflict and lasting peace in the entire region. 
It should include internationally guaranteed provisions to ensure the freedom of religion and of 
conscience of its inhabitants, as well as permanent, free and unhindered access to the holy places 
by the Palestinian people and peoples of all religions and nationalities. Any agreement that does 
not include East Jerusalem as the capital of a future Palestinian State will not lead to sustainable 
Israeli-Palestinian peace. The Committee reiterates that East Jerusalem is part of the Occupied 
Palestinian Territory and that Israel, the occupying Power, is fully bound by the provisions of 
international law, including the Fourth Geneva Convention. Israel’s annexation of East 
Jerusalem has not been and will not be recognized by the international community. The position 
of the Committee is that government-sanctioned settlement construction, transfer of settlers, 
house demolitions, evictions of Palestinian residents and other action aimed at altering or 
purporting to alter the legal status and physical and demographic character of the city constitute 
violations of international law and must be ceased and rescinded. 
 
Definition of Key Terms 
Dispute: the conflict situation particularly between two or more states, two or more countries or 
transnationally; based on the resources, territories, independence or sovereignty  
 
Disproportional: the lack of the sharing situation, the claim on being an unfairness on something 
have legally legislation or international circumstance 
 
Defence Market: the mechanism for sharing the armament of the things needed for the security 
to the specific groups or national associations  
 
Memorandum: the formal, legal, law based, and case emphasized press release from the 
advocacy particularly permanent at the International Courts 
 
Framework: the collaboration or the assembly at one headed title in order to contribute 
legislation for the targets or the achievements  



 
Procurement: the certain process for investigate, find or examine one of the legislated goods or 
services particularly based on the commercial  
 
Previous Attempts and Disarmament Policies 
-Universal Human Rights Declaration 
-United Nations Security Council Decisions and Assemblies Regarding the Conflict 
-International Criminal Court and the International Court of Justice’s Case Studies on the Issues 
-UN Counter-Terrorism Implementations on the certain case 
-United Nations Partition Plan for Palestine 
-Israel–Jordan peace treaty 
 
Points Should be Covered  
-How can disputes be identified in order to achieve the efficient resolution points? 
-What kind of implementations or the methods be recommended to the certain headquarters in 
order to struggle with the issue? 
-Which treaties should be prioritized for combatting the militarization of terrorism? 
-Why is the instability on the topic is sustaining without developing any clear resolution point for 
the armament issue? 
-How can the UN Counter Terrorism Implementations be ordered for appropriate disarmed 
situation on the certain lands? 
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