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Chair Introduction

Greetings delegates,

It is truly a pleasure to welcome you all to the Historical Security Council at RENMUN
this year. We are Valerie Yum and Milo O’Neill, from Chinese International School and
Renaissance College respectively. As chairs, we are incredibly delighted to have you
for this conference and are honoured to chair this committee.

To introduce the Historical Security Council, delegates should be mindful of the
cutoff date (different for each topic) and are reminded to keep their information and
research within the dates provided. While this may seem inconvenient, it will actually
enhance debate by putting delegates directly in the position of those who needed to
deal with the immediate fallout of the topic at hand. Please also note that this cutoff
date is a feature unique to the Historical Security Council within Model UN.

Given that the Historical Security Council is an advanced council, we expect
delegates to come to the conference fully prepared by having researched their
country’s stance thoroughly. A comprehensive understanding on the topic at hand
will help foster debate at the conference.

If delegates have any further questions, they should not hesitate to reach either of us
chairs about the Historical Security Council’s special procedures and or any further
questions about each of the topics.

Warm regards (since it’s cold),
Valerie Yum (yumvalerie@gmail.com)

Milo O'Neill (oneilm1@rchk.edu.hk)

mailto:yumvalerie@gmail.com
mailto:oneilm1@rchk.edu.hk


Addressing the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait
Cutoff date of August 5th 1990

Introduction
On August 2nd, 1990, the state of Kuwait was invaded by forces from neighbouring
country Iraq, led by dictator Saddam Hussein. Kuwait’s defence forces were rapidly
overwhelmed - within just 48 hours, the state had fallen and was officially annexed
by the Republic of Iraq. The invasion and subsequent annexation of a sovereign
nation was swiftly condemned by the United Nations.

Despite this, negotiations between Iraq and major world powers failed, and by late
1990, Iraq was faced with an ultimatum: withdraw all forces by January 15th, 1991, or
face war. Iraq refused, and on January 17th, a United States-led coalition consisting of
35 countries launched an armed campaign against Iraqi forces stationed in Kuwait in
what is commonly referred to as the First Gulf War.

The war lasted just 42 days - Iraq was no match for the technologically and militarily
advanced coalition forces. However, despite ending quickly, the Gulf War had
massive long-lasting implications on both Iraqi infrastructure and overall Middle
Eastern diplomacy; implications that can still be felt to this day.

Firstly, in addition to the estimated 50,000 individuals killed in battle, the Gulf War
caused much more damage to Iraqi infrastructure than coalition forces had
anticipated. Sanctions administered by the United Nations (including a full trade
embargo) greatly crippled the Iraqi economy, causing hyperinflation, widespread
poverty and malnutrition. Furthermore, with Saddam Hussein remaining in power
following the war, the Iraqi regime continued to commit atrocities against its people
and failed to adhere to the Gulf War’s ceasefire agreement. In response, the United
Nations kept economic sanctions in place until 2003, deepening an acute
humanitarian crisis and punishing Iraqi civilians for something that they had little
control or influence over. It has since been estimated that over 1,000,000 individuals
have died as a direct result of the humanitarian crisis caused by the Gulf War.

Secondly, the Gulf War had a profoundly negative impact on the surrounding natural
environment. During the conflict, over 800 oil wells were blown up and over 600
caught on fire, releasing over 140 million tons of carbon dioxide into the atmosphere.
Additionally, an estimated 20 million tons of oil were dumped into nearby bodies of
water, exposing the marine environment to large quantities of petroleum
hydrocarbons. This neglect of the natural environment led to the death of millions of
animals, as well as temperatures in the surrounding region dropping up to 10
degrees celsius lower than normal, something that proved devastating for local
ecosystems.



Lastly, from a diplomatic perspective, the Gulf War began a period of widespread
political unrest within the Middle East. Controversially, the war’s ceasefire agreement
allowed for Saddam Hussein to remain in power, effectively allowing the Iraqi regime
to continue as it had before the war without any meaningful consequences. The
agreement proved to be largely unsuccessful, failing to resolve key issues
surrounding the conflict and instead pouring fuel onto an already growing fire in the
region. This culminated in a United States-led coalition invading Iraq in 2003,
beginning a period of yet more violence and destruction known as the Second Gulf
War.

In this conference, the goal for delegates is to solve the issue of Iraq’s invasion of
Kuwait without causing the widespread implications of conflict. The cutoff date has
been set to August 5th, 1991: at the time of debate, the Gulf War had not yet begun.
Delegates have the opportunity to reverse decades of unrest and save millions of
lives. Whether they choose to utilise this opportunity, is up to them.

Key Terms

Term Definition

Weapon of Mass Destruction
(WMD)

A nuclear, biological or chemical weapon
capable of causing widespread devastation and
loss of life.

Petroleum A naturally occurring liquid fossil fuel found in
geological formations. Also known as crude oil.

Coalition A temporary alliance of distinct parties, states or
individuals with the intention of joint action.

Annex The act of taking possession of an area of land
and adding it to a larger area, typically by force.
To add territory to one’s own territory by
appropriation.

Sanction An action taken and/or penalty threatened in
order to force a country into obeying
international law. Commonly seen examples
include limiting or stopping trade, halting
economic aid.

Embargo A type of economic sanction. An official
ban/restriction on trade or other commercial



activity with a specific country.

Background Information
In order for delegates to fully comprehend the issue at hand, they first must
understand why Iraq invaded Kuwait, as well as the importance of this issue and its
implications on the global political spectrum at the time.

Iraq had a variety of reasons for invading Kuwait. Tensions between the two countries
had been slowly escalating: Kuwait had loaned Iraq over 14 billion US dollars during
the Iran-Iraq war, a sum that a financially-stricken Iraqi regime was unable to repay.
Furthermore, Kuwait’s high levels of petroleum production greatly reduced the value
of oil, making it extremely difficult for Iraq to generate revenue on their own oil
production. Iraq viewed Kuwait’s refusal to reduce its oil production levels as an act of
aggression, and in early 1990 began accusing Kuwait of stealing Iraqi oil through
cross-border slant drilling, giving Iraq a basis on which to attack. By invading Kuwait,
Iraq would gain access to Kuwait’s vast oil reserves, allowing Iraq to pay off the debt it
had accrued while also becoming the gatekeeper of Middle Eastern oil, giving the
country significant leverage and power.

From a Western perspective, Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait had a significant impact on the
global political spectrum and posed a geopolitical crisis. One of the main concerns of
the Western bloc was the significant threat posed to Saudi Arabia, Iraq’s perceived
next target. If Iraq were to gain control of both Kuwait and Saudi Arabia, Iraq would
have control of over 20% of the world’s oil reserves, becoming the world’s dominant
oil power and allowing the country great influence over the global oil market. To
quote then-US president George H.W Bush: “Our jobs, our way of life, our own
freedom and the freedom of friendly countries around the world would all suffer if
control of the world's great oil reserves fell into the hands of Saddam Hussein.” This
fear led to the commencement of Operation Desert Shield, with over 500,000
coalition troops being stationed in Saudi Arabia in order to protect the nation from
possible invasion. In addition to this, there were worries that the invasion of Kuwait
would be Iraq’s first step towards consolidating its power with other Middle Eastern
nations, creating a powerful bloc rivalling that of the Western nations and starting a
diplomatic struggle for global influence. It was thus of the utmost importance for the
West that Iraq was defeated, hence the strong response and Gulf War.

The Gulf War was not the end of Western involvement in the Middle East. Rather, it
signalled the beginning of a new Western foreign policy, one that was becoming
more and more enmeshed in the politics of the Middle East. This, coupled with the
events of 9/11 and the United States’ war on terror, led to decades of violence in the
region and opened the door for terrorist groups to gain power and influence in



Middle Eastern politics, giving rise to authoritarian regimes and anti-Western
sentiment, two things that still harm global politics to this day.

Potential Clashes
Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMDs)
Throughout the late 20th century, weapons of mass destruction have polarised
governments and everyday civilians alike. As demonstrated by the bombing of
Hiroshima and Nagasaki at the end of the Second World War, WMDs have the
capacity to cause great loss of life and widespread damage to both infrastructure
and surrounding natural environments. As such, much debate has been raised about
the states that should be allowed access to these weapons: in the wrong hands,
much harm could be done.

Despite these concerns, many countries have in the past attempted to gain
possession of WMDs: to hold possession of such weaponry would represent the
ultimate defence of a nation, as well as a deterrent against any potential adversary.
WMDs represent great power and the chance to be recognised by the international
community, something many countries strive to achieve. At the time of debate, one
such country is Iraq. Having faced international condemnation due to its use of
chemical weaponry in the Iran-Iraq war, there is no doubt that the Iraqi regime is
attempting to develop and potentially stockpile WMDs. However, given Saddam
Hussein’s history as a volatile dictator, large concerns have been raised about the
suitability for such a regime to gain possession of such power. There are certain
countries that believe Iraq’s access to such weaponry should be limited at all costs:
the ceasefire agreement of the Gulf War saw Iraq be required to end all development
of WMDs, as well as being needed to submit to regular United Nations inspections.
Other countries may argue that it is Iraq’s sovereign right to do what they want with
their technology, and that the UN has no authority to intervene in such affairs. WMDs
are likely to be addressed in potential resolutions: delegates must recognise the
volatility of such a topic and decide whether or not they want to limit the access of
certain countries to such weaponry.

Control of Oil
One of the key driving forces of Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait was the wealth of oil
reserves that Kuwait possessed, something that Iraq wished to acquire. With over
80% of the world’s energy usage currently dependent on fossil fuels, oil is a highly
valuable commodity with limited supply and as such an incredibly high valuation:
petroleum accounts for approximately 3% of the world’s GDP. As such, oil is sought
after by many countries as both a source of revenue and as a form of leverage over
other countries. To have influence over the global oil trade is to hold great diplomatic
power: this was certainly something that Saddam Hussein’s Iraq recognised, causing



diplomatic spats with Kuwait over their perceived high levels of petroleum
production and eventually leading to Iraq’s invasion.

Because of the power oil possesses, there are rules and regulations in place to
prevent the global market from collapsing. These restrictions are imposed by various
oil cartels, with the most notable being the Organisation of the Petroleum Exporting
Countries (OPEC). It should be noted that the United Nations Security Council holds
no authority over such organisations: this does not prevent the council from having
influence over the global oil market however.

If delegates wish to force Iraq out of Kuwait without the use of brute force, they may
need to rely on incentives that encourage Iraqi withdrawal by providing Iraq with
something they may desire. One such incentive would be granting Iraq greater value
for the oil it produces, eliminating the need for the country to access the reserves of
other nations. Examples of this include placing sanctions on countries that
purposefully overproduce oil and trade agreements with Iraq, among other things.

Saddam Hussein
As the dictator of Iraq between 1979 and 2003, Saddam Hussein has been labelled as
one of the 20th century's most dangerous and polarising figures. Despite leading
Iraq to great economic growth and significantly increasing the nation’s power and
influence, Hussein’s regime was one characterised by authoritarian, totalitarian rule
and a need to consolidate power at all costs: with many human rights abuses and
having killed over 250,000 of his own citizens, Western society often propagated
Hussein as the embodiment of evil.

Despite this, following the conclusion of the Gulf War, the United States-led coalition
did not do anything to prevent Saddam Hussein from remaining in power, instead
allowing him to continue as he had done before the conflict. This was a decision that
flummoxed many: coalition forces had the authority and the perfect opportunity to
overthrow Hussein and end his regime, preventing the suffering of millions of
people. The reasons for not doing this are still speculated to this day, but one thing is
certain: the Gulf War was not a resolute ending. The decision to keep Saddam
Hussein in power did nothing but continue escalating tensions, leading to the United
States’ invasion of Iraq in 2003 and eventual overthrowing of Hussein’s regime. This
thus leads to a counter-argument: Iraq needs Hussein. In 2003, the overthrow of
Hussein led to a power vacuum, with widespread civil war taking place between rival
ethnic groups in order to attempt to gain power, fragmenting Iraq and undermining
regional stability. For some, it could be argued that having an authoritarian dictator
was actually beneficial for Iraq: Hussein was able to single-handedly keep the
country together, providing socioeconomic stability while significantly increasing
Iraq’s power.



In this conference, delegates have a decision to make: should Hussein remain in
power? Regardless of various stances, one thing is certain: if executed poorly,
overthrowing Saddam Hussein will lead to violence and destruction, further
destabilising an already troubled nation. Does this risk outweigh the negatives of
Hussein’s regime? That is for delegates to decide.

Key Stakeholders

Stakeholder Involvement with the Issue

Iraq Instigator of conflict, having invaded and
annexed Kuwait. Pose a significant threat to
both Middle Eastern and global politics,
particularly due to dictator Saddam Hussein’s
erratic tendencies and the nation’s potential
access to weapons of mass destruction. Could
potentially control global oil trade if not
stopped.

Kuwait One of the world’s largest producers of oil; holds
nearly 10% of the world’s oil reserves. Was
invaded and annexed by Iraq, giving Iraq control
of its oil fields and handing Hussein a large
amount of power.

Saudi Arabia Possesses over 17% percent of the world’s
proven petroleum reserves. Vulnerable to
potential future conflict and Iraq’s perceived
next target due its wealth of natural resources
and close striking range from Kuwait.

Protection of Saudi Arabia integral towards
preventing Iraq from controlling the world's oil.

United States P5 nation whose position could be in jeopardy if
Iraq were to gain more power. Leaders of
35-nation military coalition against Iraq, while
also being largest provider of both troops and
monetary funding.

United Kingdom Integral part of coalition against Iraq.

P5 nation, also the nation that provided the
military coalition with the largest contingent of



any European state. Contributions were given in
areas of manpower, technology, military
equipment and monetary funding.

Possible Solutions
Use of military force
Given the severity of the issue at hand and Iraq’s noncompliance with established
international law, the use of military force may be the only feasible response. Note
that this does not mean direct armed conflict however - such an act could not be
directly called for in a resolution, though legal authorisation for conflict is an option
that delegates may employ if they wish to go down this path. Instead, military force
can be used in non-violent ways, eliminating possible negative implications caused
by armed conflict while still effectively solving the issue at hand. Examples of this
could include the protection of neighbouring countries (ie. Saudi Arabia) and the
creation of a naval blockade.

If delegates choose to pursue the route of military force, there are a few things to
consider. Logistics must be clearly defined in resolutions in order for the solution to
have a proper effect: this includes funding and possible coalition members.
Elsewhere, delegates must ensure that military force does not result in armed
conflict: as seen with the Gulf War, armed conflict has many negative implications.
The purpose of this conference is to find an alternative, better solution to this crisis,
rather than repeating the solutions from the past.

Economic sanctions
It is no secret that Iraq’s economy is struggling: at the time of debate, economic
recession in the country had led it to attack a neighbouring nation. It therefore
makes sense that sanctions would be an incredibly effective solution to this issue: by
limiting trade with the country and implementing tariffs on Iraqi goods, the nation’s
economy would be further crippled, leaving Iraq with no choice but to oblige and
withdraw from Kuwait.

Despite sounding good on paper however, a number of issues arise when
considering economic sanctions. Firstly, if sanctions prove ineffective in forcing Iraqi
withdrawal, a situation similar to the one seen in the 1990’s may occur, in which
millions of Iraqi civilians fall into poverty due to a lack of economic infrastructure in
the country. Delegates should aim to avoid a humanitarian crisis at all costs, and so
resolutions should include ways to prevent Iraqi society from falling into disarray as a
result of economic sanctions. Ways to achieve this include a humanitarian aid fund
for Iraqi civilians and the funding of basic infrastructure in the country (ie. clean
water, energy).



Trade agreements
For delegates wishing to pursue a solution with as little damage to Iraqi
infrastructure as possible, trade agreements may be the ideal solution. By striking
trade agreements with Iraq, delegates can provide the nation with a guaranteed
source of income, solving the country’s economic crisis and ending the need for the
country to annex Iraq. This could also be touted as a win-win solution: by striking
trade agreements for goods such as oil, developed nations gain a guaranteed source
of important commodities at a set price.

However, it could be argued that striking an agreement with Iraq would be
detrimental towards not just the situation at hand, but global politics as a whole.
Trading with Iraq despite their breaking of international law not only delegitimises
the severity of the issue at hand, but in fact rewards Iraq by giving the nation
something they desire. This sets a bad example to the rest of the world: this solution
would not punish Iraq despite them clearly being in the wrong. This could potentially
lead to further repercussions in the future, with countries being incentivised to
achieve their goals via brute force rather than diplomacy. This solution would almost
definitely solve the issue at hand, but at what cost?

Past Actions
United Nations Security Council resolution 660
Adopted a day after Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait, resolution 660 unilaterally condemned
Iraq for their breaking of international law and demanded withdrawal immediately
and unconditionally to the positions as they were on August 1st, 1990.

United Nations Security Council resolution 661
Adopted August 6th 1990, reaffirming resolution 660 while imposing economic
sanctions and establishing a sanction committee against Iraq, given Iraq’s
non-compliance with resolution 660 and Kuwait’s right of self-defence.

United Nations Security Council resolution 665
Adopted August 25th 1990, resolution 665 authorised a full naval blockade and the
official inspection of ships in order to enforce economic sanctions placed on Iraq,
preventing the nation from trading with other nations.

United Nations Security Council resolution 678
Adopted November 29th 1990, resolution 678 provided legal authorisation for the use
of military force against Iraq, given that Iraq had continued to defy resolutions
previously passed by the Security Council.

United Nations Security Council resolution 687



Adopted April 3rd 1991, resolution 687 was effectively the ceasefire agreement of the
Gulf War, ending the conflict and setting the terms for an Iraqi withdrawal. Clauses
include the monitoring of weapons of mass destruction, establishing Iraqi liability for
Kuwaiti losses and reviewing sanctions previously implemented against Iraq.

Guiding Questions
● Is armed conflict truly the best solution to the issue at hand?
● What measures can be taken to mitigate the negative implications of armed

conflict?
● Are economic sanctions a viable solution for issues of such magnitude?
● Is punishing a regime at the expense of its citizens ethically correct?
● Should a nation’s citizens be held accountable for the actions of the regime

that rules them?
● Can Iraq survive without Saddam Hussein?
● What measures can be taken to prevent a power vacuum in a nation such as

Iraq?
● To what extent do weapons of mass destruction need to be controlled?
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