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A Letter from the Chair 

Dear delegates, 

My name is Anekah Fish and I am overjoyed to welcome you to IndianaMUNC VII and the 

Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC). I am a freshman at Indiana University 

majoring in International Law and Legal Institutions and minoring in French. My interests in the 

international have not only led me to my major, but also here. In high school I participated in speech 

and debate whereas there was not Model UN at my school. Over the four years that I competed I did 

12 events (for those concerned, and I know you were, my favorites were Dramatic Interpretation and 

Congress).   

While this is my first year doing model UN, I promise I have learned quickly. I am excited to see 

where MUN takes me in the future and am ready to preside over interesting debate and hope to see 

effective solutions to the problems presented within the DISEC. 

See you soon, 

Anekah Fish 

anmcfish@iu,edu 
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Introduction to the 
Committee 

The Disarmament and International Security 

Committee (DISEC) deals with threats to 

peace and other global challenges. All 

disarmament and security concerns fall under 

its umbrella, as well as the regulation of 

armament as a whole1. It is one of the six main 

committees within the United Nations General 

Assembly and was created in 1945 with the 

signing of the United Nations Charter along 

with the United Nations itself.  

Whereas international conflict and the 

technology by which it is carried out has 

changed drastically since 1945, so have the 

topics discussed in DISEC. Our committee will 

primarily cover issues of nuclear proliferation 

and the use of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles 

(UAVs) with topics as follows: 

Topic 1 | Unmanned Aerial 
Vehicles and Nuclear Non-
Proliferation in the Middle 
East 
 

History 
An unmanned aerial vehicle, more commonly 

known as a drone, is an aircraft without a pilot 

on board. The pilot is instead controlling the 

vehicle remotely. These vehicles are often 

used for surveillance and military action that 

would not otherwise be reasonably safe or 

accessible by other means. 

 
1 “Disarmament and International Security (First 

Committee),” United Nations General Assembly, 
https://www.un.org/en/ga/first/ 
2 K. L. B. Cook, "The Silent Force Multiplier: The 

History and Role of UAVs in Warfare," 2007 IEEE 

 

While UAVs feel new to the public, 

development of UAVs began soon after planes 

were created. In 1916 the United States began 

research on automatic control systems for 

planes, and by 1917 the United Kingdom and 

Germany were testing unmanned aircraft as 

well2. The first use of a UAV in conflict was in 

World War II by Germany. It was a simple 

bombing plane that was most notably used in 

the Blitz against London. These UAVs are not 

considered modern but are necessary to 

realize the time for which UAVs have existed.  

 

The modern UAV has existed since the Cold 

War and was prompted by the U-2 incident in 

which an American plane was shot down while 

surveilling the USSR. Substantial UAV use 

began during the Vietnam Conflict with 3,400 

combat UAVs in use2. UAVs were not brought 

to the attention of the public until relatively 

recently considering the time for which they 

have been in use and their wide variety of uses 

including intelligence; surveillance and 

reconnaissance; force protection; suppression 

of enemy air defense; counter narcotics; 

psychological operations; all weather/ night 

strikes; exercise support; and anti-submarine 

warfare3. 

 

The use of these weapons has become more 

and more common with over 90 countries and 

non-state actors operating drones and 20 of 

which possessing armed drones4. The Arms 

Aerospace Conference, Big Sky, MT, 2007, pp. 1-7, 
doi: 10.1109/AERO.2007.352737. 
3 Office of the Secretary of Defense, “UAS Road 

Map 2005-2030”, Department of Defense, 2005 
4 Stohl, Rachel and Shannon Dick. “The Arms Trade Treaty and 
Drones.” Stimson.org, 2018, www.stimson.org/wp-

https://www.un.org/en/ga/first/
http://www.stimson.org/wp-content/files/file-attachments/Stimson_The%20Arms%20Trade%20Treaty%20and%20Drones_August%202018.pdf


 

 

IndianaMUNC Vll 
Disarmament and International Security Committee (DISEC) 

Indianamun.com 
© Indiana Model United Nations Inc 2020 All Rights Reserved 

4 

Trade Treaty (ATT) regulates the global trade 

of conventional weapons and was signed by 

the UNGA in April of 2013. This treaty does not 

directly mention UAVs, but terms of category 

IV (combat aircraft) do apply to them. Due to 

this, signatories are tasked with reporting 

transfers of drones annually to the UN 

Register4.  

 

Current Situation 
While restrictions on UAVs have not become 

any stricter, incidents in which these may have 

come in handy are increasing. There was a 

time when UAV technology was only in the 

hands of well-funded governments, but as this 

technology has become easier to produce and 

cheaper to buy, this is no longer the case. Not 

only have governments been able to increase 

the number of UAVs within their militaries, but 

non-state actors have come into possession of 

UAVs. 

 

Notably, an armed UAV was employed in 

September of 2019 to bomb a Saudi Arabian 

oil facility. The attack was claimed by the 

Houthis, a non-state actor 5. The growth in use 

of UAVs by non-state actors is concerning to 

say the least. From 2016 to 2020 over 250 

UAV attacks were carried out by ISIS (Islamic 

State of Iraq and Syria) alone5. What is further 

 
content/files/file-
attachments/Stimson_The%20Arms%20Trade%20Treaty%20
and%20Drones_August%202018.pdf. 
5 Haugstvedt, Håvard and Jan Otto Jacobsen. “Taking Fourth-
Generation Warfare to the Skies? An Empirical Exploration of 
Non-State Actors’ Use of Weaponized Unmanned Aerial 
Vehicles (UAVs—‘Drones’).” Terrorism Research Institute, 
October 2020, 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26940037.pdf?ab_segment

concerning is how these terrorist groups came 

to possess armed UAVs. 

 

Terrorist groups are not however the only UAV 

using party that concerns this committee, 

states present an entirely different set of 

concerns. UAV use by states results in civilian 

casualties due to where strikes occur and how 

they are decided upon. Drone strikes are 

seldom done at the perfect time in the perfect 

place. Strikes are often done in civilian areas 

where innocents are sure to be harmed6. The 

way that strikes are decided upon can also 

lead civilians to be directly in the crosshair. 

Rather than pre-identifying an individual before 

carrying out a strike (the US in particular) uses 

“signature strikes.” By this method, the target 

of a strike is decided based upon signature 

actions and patterns done by terrorists in the 

specific region6. These so called “signatures” 

are often incorrect resulting in further civilian 

casualties. When inaccurate drone strikes are 

carried out, not only are civilian lives lost, but 

so are the hearts and minds of which the strike 

harmed. This can lead more civilians down the 

path of radicalization, resulting in the 

perpetuation of violent conflict in the middle 

east. 

 

Nuclear non-proliferation becomes a concern 

once nations feel they need to protect 

s=0%2Fbasic_search_solr_cloud%2Fcontrol&refreqid=fastly-
default%3A7474a367e2f7752cf1a3733338da0a2c 

 
6 Coyne, Christopher J. and Abigail R. Hall. “The Drone 
Paradox: Fighting Terrorism with Mechanized Terror.” The 
Independent Review, Summer 2018, 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591799.pdf?ab_segment
s=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-
5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A2c487c08b31ff106
5357a7f6c801ec2b 

http://www.stimson.org/wp-content/files/file-attachments/Stimson_The%20Arms%20Trade%20Treaty%20and%20Drones_August%202018.pdf
http://www.stimson.org/wp-content/files/file-attachments/Stimson_The%20Arms%20Trade%20Treaty%20and%20Drones_August%202018.pdf
http://www.stimson.org/wp-content/files/file-attachments/Stimson_The%20Arms%20Trade%20Treaty%20and%20Drones_August%202018.pdf
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26940037.pdf?ab_segments=0%2Fbasic_search_solr_cloud%2Fcontrol&refreqid=fastly-default%3A7474a367e2f7752cf1a3733338da0a2c
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26940037.pdf?ab_segments=0%2Fbasic_search_solr_cloud%2Fcontrol&refreqid=fastly-default%3A7474a367e2f7752cf1a3733338da0a2c
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26940037.pdf?ab_segments=0%2Fbasic_search_solr_cloud%2Fcontrol&refreqid=fastly-default%3A7474a367e2f7752cf1a3733338da0a2c
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591799.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A2c487c08b31ff1065357a7f6c801ec2b
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591799.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A2c487c08b31ff1065357a7f6c801ec2b
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591799.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A2c487c08b31ff1065357a7f6c801ec2b
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591799.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A2c487c08b31ff1065357a7f6c801ec2b
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themselves against possible UAV strikes. Iran 

and Pakistan are two countries in which 

nuclear warheads have been created to act as 

deterrence for other nations. While armed 

UAVs can promote nuclear proliferation 

through fear, UAVs made to surveil, and gain 

intelligence can keep countries from creating 

nuclear warheads. 

 

When looking towards the future, technology 

will only continue to evolve, making access to 

UAVs easier as time progresses. This 

increased access causes increased capacity 

for harm including terrorists with bigger 

arsenals, more deaths of civilians, and nuclear 

proliferation. 

 

Bloc Positions 
The United States, Israel, and allies | The 

United States and its allies have been fond of 

drones since the beginning of their creation, 

and this fondness has followed to today. The 

U.S. finds drones favorable for the lack of harm 

done unto U.S. military personnel, and also 

employs UAVs in order to keep opinions of 

foreign wars favorable. The less gold stars 

sewn on flags, the better. Israel and other 

American allies in the region have an 

appreciation for drones for their uses in 

protecting their land. Very few US allies have 

had armed UAVs attack their soil, but all US 

allies have benefited from a UAV attack on 

someone else’s. These nations do possess 

concern with terror groups having UAVs, but 

their need for UAVs trumps this concern. 

 
7 Sterio, Milena. Lethal Use of Drones: When the Executive is 
Judge, Jury, and Executioner. The Independent Review, 
Summer 2018, Vol. 23, No. 1 (Summer 2018), pp. 35-50. 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591798.pdf?ab_segment

Russia, Iran, Syria, and allies | Russia 

behaves as a serious opponent to the United 

States in the Middle East with their support for 

US enemies. Russia has supported the Assad 

regime in Syria since the Syrian civil war began 

in 2011. The United States and allies have 

been using UAVs in Syria since the beginning 

of this conflict, and as has Russia. Syria does 

not possess armed UAVs themselves but is 

protected by their allies’. Iran has had recent 

drone strikes against their country, and their 

government officials carried out by the United 

States and allies. Both of these states have 

been victims of drone strikes carried out by 

terrorist groups and have been convicted of 

supporting them, meanwhile Russia has not 

and is far less worried about the issue. 

Afghanistan, Pakistan, Iraq, and other 

countries where strikes have occurred | 

Countries in which strikes have occurred have 

unique opinions on UAVs. These countries 

look favorably upon non-use of armed UAVs by 

all parties. Third party states used UAVs in 

conflict with Afghanistan and Iraq and both 

countries saw detrimental affects on 

infrastructure and civilians. Pakistan’s 

experience is similar, but slightly different. The 

country’s civilians and infrastructure have been 

affected by drone strikes carried out by the 

United States. A limitation to consider would be 

necessary permission from the UNSC before 

carrying out an armed UAV strike7. 

 

 

 

s=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-
5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A97c2675ba5bc544
2d2ae41fc8c8e9156. 

https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591798.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A97c2675ba5bc5442d2ae41fc8c8e9156
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591798.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A97c2675ba5bc5442d2ae41fc8c8e9156
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591798.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A97c2675ba5bc5442d2ae41fc8c8e9156
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/26591798.pdf?ab_segments=0%252Fbasic_SYC-5187_SYC-5188%252Fcontrol&refreqid=excelsior%3A97c2675ba5bc5442d2ae41fc8c8e9156
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Questions to Consider 
• How can, how should, and by who 

should unmanned aerial vehicles be 

regulated throughout the world? 

• What are states required to do now in 

regard to UAVs and to what extent are 

its affects felt? 

• How do UAVs help and harm terrorist 

groups? 

• What role do UAVs have in the realm of 

nuclear proliferation and non-

proliferation? 
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Topic 2 | Nuclear Non-
Proliferation in the Middle 
East and South Asia 
 

History 
The non-use of nuclear weapons was 

customary until the end of World War II when 

the United States bombed Japan. Although 

more states have gained nuclear warheads, 

the non-use of nuclear weapons has 

recommenced since that time.  

 

During the Cold War, the US and USSR 

distributed nuclear war heads to their allies as 

a show of strength as well as an attempt at 

brinkmanship, the task of baiting the other 

power into aggression it gains its name from 

being on the “brink” of war. At this time dozens 

of countries had nuclear weapons from the US 

and USSR as the two powers were attempting 

to surround each other in order to mutually 

assure destruction. 

 

Nine countries currently have nuclear 

weapons, the United States, Russia, China, the 

United Kingdom, France, Pakistan, India, 

Israel, and North Korea. Five of these states 

are parties to the Treaty on the Non-

Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT) and 

are recognized as nuclear states within it. All 

other states are non-nuclear weapons states 

but can use nuclear energy within their 

borders8. The four states that are not part of 

the non-proliferation treaty are Pakistan, India, 

Israel, and North Korea. These states are 

 
8 Kutchesfahani, Sara Z. “A Staple of Global Nuclear Order.” 
Arms Control Today, vol. 48, no. 5, 2018, pp. 6-11. JSTOR, 
www.jstor.org/stable/90022232. 

intentionally not parties so that they may 

maintain their nuclear arsenals.  

 

Middle Eastern nuclear proliferation has been 

limited to just Israel throughout most of history. 

Israel possess nuclear weapons but maintains 

strategic ambiguity regarding their nuclear 

capability.  

 

Within South Asia, India, Pakistan, and China 

are the only states with nuclear warheads. 

India began doing atomic research in the 

1950s. In the 1960s the United States aided 

India with a peaceful nuclear explosion, but in 

the 1970s world powers began to sanction 

India for their nuclear powers9.  Pakistan has 

maintained their nuclear program as a means 

of deterrence against India. They claim that 

Pakistani nuclear power is necessary to 

balance out the conventional power that India 

has. China is a nuclear power recognized 

under the NPT and has been regulated as 

such since the NPT entered into force. 

 

Current Situation 
Outside of Israel, nuclear proliferation in the 

Middle East is a recent concern. The region 

has two countries that are currently interested 

in gaining nuclear power. Iran, Russia, China, 

the US, France, the UK, and Germany all 

became party to the Joint Comprehensive Plan 

of Action (JCPOA) in 2015. This deal halted 

sanctions against Iran in return for Iranian 

cooperation with IAEA scientists for routine 

inspections. In 2018 the United States pulled 

out of the JCPOA and began reinstating 

9 Singh, P.K. “The India-Pakistan Nuclear Dyad and Regional 
Nuclear Dynamics.” Asia Policy, no. 19, 2015, pp. 37-44. 
JSTOR, www.jstor.org/stable/24905298 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/90022232
http://www.jstor.org/stable/24905298
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sanctions on Iran. In 2019 the IAEA discovered 

that Iran did not declare all of its nuclear 

materials10. Turkey is another nation 

considering nuclear development. Turkey has 

raised concern over the inconsistencies of the 

international community on who should and 

should possess nuclear weapons and believes 

that Israel is threatening the Middle East with 

their warheads11. Considering that Israel has 

been an assumed nuclear state for decades, it 

is unlikely that Turkey’s rhetoric is emerging 

out of this concern. The more likely scenario is 

that American plans to leave the Middle East is 

leaving Turkey with interest in gaining power in 

the region11. 

 

In South Asia, India currently maintains a 

nuclear arsenal, on land, sea, and within the air 

with a no first use policy making the warheads 

function solely as a detterent8. China also has 

a no first use policy that makes the possibility 

of nuclear weapons used by India or China 

against the other less likely. China’s nuclear 

powers also serve as a deterrent for the United 

States as the two countries head towards a 

more bipolar world. Pakistan is a different 

story, with a concerning lack of nuclear 

weapons as a deterrent and policies of 

brinkmanship done by the country throughout 

history8. Pakistan’s instability is also worrisome 

due to the possibility of non-state actors 

gaining possession of nuclear weapons. 

 

Discussion of a solution to proliferation 

currently lies within the NPT. There are 

 
10 Hibbs, Mark. Iran on the Boil in the IAEA Boardroom: 
Russia, the West, and NPT Obligations. European Leadership 
Network, 2020, www.jstor.org/stable/resrep22131. 
11 Landau, Emily B., and Shimon Stein. Turkey’s Nuclear 
Motivation: Between NATO and Regional Aspirations. 

multiple options by which to decide if a state 

should be brought into the NPT. The first is a 

Criteria-Based Model that legitimizes states 

outside of the NPT through a list of criteria 

needed to become a nuclear state within the 

treaty. Another option is to negotiate with each 

state separately about their nuclear 

capabilities. The final option is multilateral 

negotiations. Rather than discussions with just 

one state, a multilateral negotiation would bring 

in multiple parties for instance a multilateral 

negotiation could take place between India and 

Pakistan, or Turkey and Israel12. 

 

Bloc Positions  
US, India, and allies | The United States is 

against nuclear proliferation. The US has been 

very vocally against Iranian nuclear power and 

has acted upon that within the IAEA and the 

JCPOA. The US also does not look favorably 

upon Turkey developing nuclear weapons. 

Although the country is a member of NATO, 

Turkey becoming a nuclear state would greatly 

threaten Israel. The United States is not 

against the nuclear powers that India and 

Israel possess, and would be interested in 

creating a plan for these two nations nuclear 

capabilities. 

India is unwilling to surrender nuclear 

warheads due to its relationships with China 

and Pakistan. India finds it necessary to have 

deterrence against both states. India desires to 

rival China at the global level, and Pakistan at 

the regional level12. India would like to be 

Institute for National Security Studies, 2019, 
www.jstor.org/stable/resrep19378. 
12 Khan, Feroz Hassan. “Burying the Hatchet: The Case for a 
‘Normal’ Nuclear South Asia.” Arms Control Today, vol. 46, 
no. 2, 2016, pp. 15-23., www.jstor.org/stable/43746384. 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep22131
http://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep19378
http://www.jstor.org/stable/43746384
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brought into the nuclear mainstream in order to 

be seen as a strong global power and maintain 

effective deterrence. 

Russia, Iran, and allies | Russia and Iran 

have a strong alliance resulting in Russia 

protecting Iran within the United Nations. 

Russia believes that the IAEA is unfairly 

treating Iran and believes that Iran failing to 

cooperate with all of the JCPOA after the 

United States left the treaty does not create a 

threat of nuclear proliferation10. Both countries 

are concerned with the growth of NATO in the 

middle east and have interest in growing 

military strength in the area. Both countries 

support the Assad regime in Syria and want to 

gain access to the Mediterranean Sea.  

 

Russia does not believe that Iran should gain 

nuclear weapons and are in line with the US 

and allies on this front. They are also against 

Turkey gaining nuclear power as this would 

increase the strength of NATO. Russia is also 

in favor of denuclearization within South Asia in 

line with their general philosophy. Russia finds 

IAEA powers easily abusable and 

discriminatory. Russia cites other states in 

which the IAEA safeguards were not entirely 

followed that resulted in zero backlash from the 

IAEA or other parties.  

 

China, Pakistan, and allies | While China and 

Pakistan do not share a routine alliance, the 

two countries have worked together in the 

nuclear realm. China provided Pakistan with 

nuclear assistance and finds this permissible 

as the United States aids India in their nuclear 

program13. China is not threatened by nuclear 

powers in the Middle East and is therefore not 

concerned by it. Pakistan is far closer to the 

Middle East through a geographical standpoint 

and is benefitted by their possession of nuclear 

weapons to protect themselves from emerging 

threats from the Middle East, and the 

deterrence they gain from their nuclear 

capabilities protecting them from India. 

 

Non-nuclear states | As a blanket statement, 

non-nuclear states are against proliferation. 

Proliferation of nuclear weapons leaves them 

vulnerable without a proper deterrence. While 

almost all non-nuclear states have an ally with 

nuclear warheads that would be capable of 

acting in communal self-defense, it is easier for 

these states to stand in opposition generally. 

The NPT has clauses that require nuclear 

disarmament by all parties. These clauses 

were negotiated by non-nuclear states, but do 

not have a date attached to them at this point. 

 

Questions to Consider 
• How should nuclear states that are not 

parties to the NPT be regulated? 

• How can the United Nations preempt 

desires for nuclear warheads throughout 

the world? 

• If more powers are allowed nuclear 

weapons, how greatly is peace 

threatened? 
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Topic 3 | Proxy Military 
Conflict in the Middle East 
 

History 
A proxy war is a conflict in which the two main 

oppositional forces are being supported by 

greater powers than themselves. Proxy wars 

are fought for the benefit of these greater 

powers, often without concern for the 

consequences face by those directly involved. 

 

Proxy wars were common during the Cold War 

era where the US and the USSR would engage 

in the civil wars of other countries in hopes that 

their respective economic system would 

prevail. The Korean War was fought under 

these pretenses, as was the war in Vietnam. 

Since the fall of the USSR these proxy wars no 

longer revolve around the fight of communism 

against capitalism, but the two powers that the 

conflicted parties are acting on behalf of still 

benefit.  

 

There are three ongoing proxy wars in the 

Middle East that must be considered in this 

topic, each with their own set of history. The 

Israeli-Palestinian Conflict, The Syrian Civil 

War, and the Yemeni Civil War. 

 

The Israeli-Palestinian Conflict dates back to 

the creation of Israel in May of 1948. Israel was 

created out of land previously ruled by 

Palestine. Palestinians felt, and still feel, that 

their land was taken unrightfully from them at 

this point, but Israelis feel the same about the 

land it was just taken from them decades 

http://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep22131
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later13. From 1948 on, Israel began to expand 

into the borders of Palestine and annex pieces 

of the state. Borders have been redrawn 

multiple times and are still disputed today. 

 

The proxy conflict is the Syrian Civil War. 

Political instability in Syria had been occurring 

for decades before the Civil War began, 

starting back in the 80s with a revolt in the city 

of Hama. This unrest is based in the ethno-

religious tensions of the country, with the 

government being run by Alawites who make 

up 12% of the population while 70% of the 

population is Sunni Arabs. This revolt was 

halted through the Siege of Hama, and Syrians 

did not have a successful revolution against 

the Assad regime until 2011 during the Arab 

Spring14. 

 

Finally, the Yemini Civil War, it began in 2014 

but the proxy conflict began in 2011 when 

Saudi Arabia became worried about the 

Houthis on their southern border and their 

belief that Iran is funding the Houthis. The 

Houthis are a militant Islamist group who 

emerged in the 1990s and are a rebellion 

group against the Hadi regime. After voicing 

concern in 2011, Saudi Arabia began to act in 

2014 with an air bombing campaign15. 

 

 

 
13 “Eurovision 2019: The Israeli-Palestinian 
Situation Explained.” BBC News, 14 May 
2019, https://www.bbc.com/news/newsbeat-
44124396 

 
14 “Syria’s War Explained From the Beginning.” 
Aljazeera, 14 April 
2018, https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2018/4/14/s
yrias-war-explained-from-the-beginning 

Current Situation 

When first looking at the Israeli-Palestinian 

conflict, it is does not automatically trigger the 

alarm bells of a proxy war. The conflict has 

been going on for too long for it to not be 

authentic, right? Who would fight for that long 

for other powers? In actuality, a longer conflict 

is a sign of a proxy war. When a conflict occurs 

naturally, one state will run out of resources 

and concede at some point. But, in proxy wars 

the money and resources seem almost 

endless. So, while the Israeli-Palestinian 

conflict is not discussed as a proxy war, it is. 

 

Israel was originally supported by the United 

Kingdom, and now it is supported by the US 

and American allies. Palestine does not 

currently have one truly unified governing body 

over its territory, but the two main powers are 

the Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO) 

and Hamas. Hamas is funded by Iran, the PLO 

is funded by Palestinian taxes but is allied with 

Muslim nations throughout the Middle East.  

 

The Syrian conflict is slightly more straight 

forward, with the basis being that the US, 

Turkey, and their allies support the 

revolutionaries in Syria and Russia supports 

the Assad Regime. Russia and Turkey 

attempted to create a buffer zone for the two 

conflicting sides, but smaller rebel groups did 

 
15 Khan, I. “Analysis: How Saudi Arabia and Iran 
Became Rivals.” Aljazeera, 4 June 
2020, https://www.aljazeera.com/features/2020/6/4/
analysis-how-saudi-arabia-and-iran-becam 

e-rivals 
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not obey this zone16. In February of 2020 

Turkish and Russian forces collided directly, 

resulting in the deaths of dozens of Turkish 

soldiers and ending in a peace agreement 

brokered between Turkey and Russia. This 

agreement ended this skirmish, but the Syrian 

Civil War rages on16. 

 

The Civil War in Yemen is currently considered 

the worst humanitarian crisis in the world, but 

this war is nowhere near conclusion. There are 

currently mass killings of civilian in Yemen, 

resulting in the age distribution of the country 

to be far more top heavy with few children 

being born, due to infertility caused by famine, 

and many children being lost to health 

concerns within infancy17. Both the Houthis and 

the coalition forces (including Hadi, Saudi 

Arabia and Saudi Arabian allies) have been 

accused of committing war crimes against 

civilians including targeting hospitals in attacks, 

torture, and forced disappearances17. 

 

Bloc Positions 
United States, Russia, and other major 

international powers| When it comes to 

Russia and the United States, we do not often 

lump them into the same group this can be 

seen throughout history and in this background 

guide itself. However, when it comes to proxy 

wars, these countries, and others that engage 

in proxy warfare, benefit greatly from proxy 

wars. While these conflicts may be seen by 

their nation as unnecessary at times, there is 

always a way to justify a proxy war to the 

 
16 “Syrian Civil War.” Britannica, 

n.d., https://www.britannica.com/event/Syrian-Civil-

War/Civil-war 

 

public. The reason nations want to justify proxy 

wars is for the sake of gaining resources or 

power of some kind. For instance, if the Assad 

regime “wins” the Syrian Civil war as opposed 

to the rebels, Russia gains a powerful ally, and 

the US suffers an embarrassing defeat.   

Syria, Israel, Palestine, Yemen and those 

who experience proxy wars| These states 

are always in favor of what keeps their 

government in power. The Assad regime (the 

government that possesses Syria’s chair at the 

UN) would like to keep Russia’s aid in fighting 

their rebels while getting rid of US support for 

their opponents, Israel would like to take more 

land, Palestine would like to keep theirs, and 

the lives of the people of Yemen are the 

biggest concern for that country. 

Those not actively involved| Countries who 

are not actively involved in a proxy war have 

three courses of action. First, they may ignore 

that they occur at all due to their allies 

engaging in them. They may justify one proxy 

war, but not another depending on which their 

allies are a part of. Second, they may support 

theses proxy wars done by their allies. 

Countries that are strongly aligned with others 

understand that if their allies have power, so do 

they. Signs that a country possesses this form 

of policy are that they actively speak in favor of 

these conflicts, or that they fund part of the 

conflict through their allied country. Finally, a 

country may wholly disprove of a proxy war. 

Again, countries pick and choose which wars 

they choose to support and which they do not. 

17 Laub, Z., Robinson, K. “Yemen in Crisis.” Council 
on Foreign Relations, 29 July 
2020, https://www.cfr.org/backgrounder/yemen-
crisis 
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It all depends on their usual patterns of 

behavior. If a country is run by Islamists (a 

political ideology that believes that Islam 

should be a part of governing (all Islamists are 

Muslim, but not all Muslims are Islamists)) they 

may support an Islamist movement in Yemen 

or Palestine, but not look favorably upon other 

proxy conflicts. 

 

Questions to Consider 
• How can each of these wars be 

resolved while minimizing the loss of 

life? 

• Is it possible to eliminate proxy wars or 

are they a direct product of competition 

between powers? If we can stop proxy 

wars, how do we do so? 

• How is your country harmed by proxy 

wars?  

• Or… How does your country justify the 

gains they make for the lives lost? 
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