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Videos  
-​ Bush speech on Iraqi weapons of mass destruction 
-​ Senate votes to repeal Iraq War authorization 
-​ From 2003: Colin Powell Addresses United Nations Security Council On Iraq 
-​ Interview with chief UN weapons inspectors 
-​ The Iraq War: Tony Blair's Speech 10 Years Later 
-​ Iraq inquiry: Goldsmith's position before 1441 
-​ Former UN weapons inspector in Iraq comments on Security Council resolution 

Articles  
-​ NTI — Iraq WMD capabilities 
-​ CIA National Intelligence Estimate Key Judgments 
-​ Wikipedia — International figures' positions on the 2003 invasion 
-​ CFR Iraq War overview 
-​ Hans Blix's March 2003 UNSC briefing 
-​ UN Security Council Resolution 1441 

 
 

Key Terms  
 
Weapons of Mass Destruction (WMD): Biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons 
capable of causing mass casualties – the alleged possession of these by Iraq was the central 
justification for intervention. 
 
UN Security Council Resolution 1441 (2002): The resolution giving Iraq a "final 
opportunity" to comply with disarmament obligations, warning of "serious consequences" if 
it failed – the key legal text the entire debate revolves around. 
 
 
 

 

https://youtu.be/HbP8HGxrgo8?si=ewM4S_if2C_-mPEY
https://youtu.be/EnkTR_FNfKk?si=TjGlXquvLKvBpb5w
https://youtu.be/DhWlPo3qxak?si=kQw_aJi2BobTs9Kn
https://youtu.be/6yPlUKSotAQ?si=DHlrtZ1CI3LN5dCt
https://youtu.be/Pg9aEV9bcxs?si=gIgMn2VVH44Hk4hN
https://youtu.be/fwcoUmj3_LA?si=dXkb-tOuI0vbSRGW
https://youtu.be/ycLUo6kQQCQ?si=TEOI2oG05TW0MfxY
https://www.nti.org/countries/iraq/
https://irp.fas.org/cia/product/iraq-wmd.html
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_figures%27_positions_on_the_2003_invasion_of_Iraq
https://www.cfr.org/ten-best-ten-worst-us-foreign-policy-decisions/the-iraq-war/
https://press.un.org/en/2003/sc7682.doc.htm
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council_Resolution_1441
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Material Breach: The legal finding that Iraq had violated its disarmament obligations under 
previous UN resolutions – used by the US and UK to argue intervention was already 
authorised. 
 
Preemptive Military Action: The use of force against a threat before it fully materialises – the 
Bush Doctrine's controversial expansion of this concept underpins the US justification for 
Intervention. 
 
UNMOVIC: UN Monitoring, Verification and Inspection Commission – the body tasked 
with verifying Iraq's disarmament, led by Hans Blix, whose findings directly contradicted US 
Claims. 
 
Chapter VII (UN Charter): The provision authorising the Security Council to approve 
military force to maintain international peace and security – the legal gateway through which 
intervention would need to pass. 
 
Jus ad Bellum: The international legal framework governing when a state may lawfully 
resort to war 
 
Coalition of the Willing: The US-led group of states that intervened in Iraq without explicit 
UNSC authorisation 
 
Intelligence Failure: The post-war finding that the WMD evidence presented to the Security 
Council (notably Powell's February 2003 presentation) was flawed or fabricated – central to 
debates about state accountability and the misuse of intelligence to justify war 
 
Second Resolution: A draft resolution introduced by the US, UK, and Spain seeking explicit 
Security Council authorisation for military force against Iraq. Withdrawn on March 17, 2003 
following France's threatened veto 
 
 
 
Overview  
 

The question of authorising military intervention in Iraq over alleged Weapons of 
Mass Destruction (WMD) represents one of the most divisive crises in the history of the 
Security Council. As of March 2003, the Council finds itself at a critical deadlock: weapons 
inspections are ongoing, diplomatic efforts have collapsed, and the United States and United 
Kingdom are signalling that military action is imminent with or without Council 
Authorisation. 
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Iraq's history with WMD is well established. Throughout the 1980s, Saddam 
Hussein's regime actively developed biological, chemical, and nuclear weapons programmes, 
deploying chemical weapons against Iranian forces and Kurdish civilians. Following Iraq's 
defeat in the 1991 Gulf War, Resolution 687 imposed binding disarmament obligations on 
Iraq and established a weapons inspection regime. Iraq repeatedly obstructed inspectors 
throughout the 1990s, culminating in their withdrawal in 1998. 
 

Following the September 11 attacks, the United States identified Iraq as a central 
threat to international security. In November 2002, the Council unanimously adopted 
Resolution 1441, giving Iraq a final opportunity to comply with disarmament obligations and 
warning of serious consequences in the event of material breach. Iraq readmitted inspectors 
under UNMOVIC chief Hans Blix and IAEA Director Mohamed ElBaradei. On February 5, 
2003, US Secretary of State Colin Powell presented intelligence to the Council alleging 
active Iraqi WMD programmes, arguing Iraq was in material breach and that the time for 
action had come. 

 
The Council, however, remains deeply divided. France, Russia, and China maintain 

that inspections are progressing and that military action without explicit Council 
authorisation would violate international law. The proposed second resolution explicitly 
authorising force has collapsed under the threat of veto. The United States has declared 
diplomacy has failed. This committee convenes at the precise moment the Council must 
decide whether to authorise intervention, demand continued inspections, or watch as a 
coalition proceeds to war without its blessing, with profound consequences for international 
law and the future of multilateral diplomacy. 

 
 

Statistics & Infographics  
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Major Parties  
 
United States of America - The primary driving force behind the push for military 
intervention. The Bush administration argued that Iraq's alleged WMD programmes 
constituted an imminent threat to international peace and security, citing Iraq's defiance of 17 
Security Council resolutions. Following the September 11 attacks, the US framed the issue 
within its broader War on Terror, asserting that existing resolutions (particularly 678 and 687) 
already authorised the use of force without a further Security Council mandate. 
 
United Kingdom - The United States' closest ally in the intervention effort, co-sponsoring the 
proposed second resolution alongside the US and Spain. Prime Minister Tony Blair argued 
that Iraq's continued material breach of Resolution 1441 left the Council no choice but to act, 
and that failure to do so would fatally undermine the authority of the United Nations. 
 
France - The most vocal opponent of military intervention among the P5, with Foreign 
Minister Dominique de Villepin arguing before the Council that inspections were progressing 
and that war was not inevitable. France's threatened veto of the second resolution was the 
decisive factor in its collapse, and Paris instead called for strengthened inspections and more 
time for peaceful disarmament. 
 
Russia and China - Both permanent members aligned with France in opposing military action 
without explicit Council authorisation. Russia and China maintained that inspections under 
UNMOVIC had not been exhausted and that unilateral intervention would set a dangerous 
precedent for international law and state sovereignty. 
 
Iraq - Under Saddam Hussein, Iraq's cooperation with inspectors remained inconsistent 
throughout the crisis, obstructing inspectors through the 1990s, then readmitting them 
following Resolution 1441. Iraq maintained it had no active WMD programmes, a claim later 
confirmed by post-invasion investigations, though its deliberate ambiguity on the matter 
contributed to the international community's suspicions 
 
 
Possible Solutions  
 

The Historical Security Council at RCMUN should work together to find a course of 
action that respects both international law and global security. Delegates should consider 
whether to extend the UNMOVIC inspection mandate, giving Hans Blix more time to verify 
Iraq's disarmament before any military action is approved. The Council should also debate 
whether existing resolutions (particularly 678 and 1441) are sufficient legal grounds for 
intervention, or whether a new resolution explicitly authorising force is necessary. Members 
may additionally explore issuing Iraq a final ultimatum with clear and measurable 
disarmament requirements as an alternative to war. Taking into account the positions of all 
parties, the Historical Security Council must reach a resolution that protects the authority of  
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the United Nations and prevents unauthorised unilateral military action while simultaneously 
addressing the threat posed by Iraq's alleged weapons programmes to international peace and 
security. 

 

Committee Objective 
 

The goal of the Historical Security Council at RCMUN is to find solutions and foster 
international cooperation regarding the question of authorising military intervention in Iraq 
over alleged Weapons of Mass Destruction. By examining the positions of all major parties, t 
and the broader implications for global security, the committee hopes to reach a resolution 
that addresses both the immediate crisis and the long-term integrity of the United Nations 
system. Keeping in mind the political, legal, and humanitarian dimensions of the conflict, 
delegates should strive for rigorous debate working towards collective action. In order to 
fulfil these goals, nations should agree on resolutions including such as: binding disarmament 
requirements, inspection frameworks, legal authorisation protocols, and clear consequences 
for non-compliance – all aimed at producing a viable and lawful response to the situation in 
Iraq. 
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