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SECURITY COUNCIL (UNSC)

Membership: 15, including five permanent members
(also known as the “P-5"): China, France, Russia, the
United Kingdom, and the United States and 10 non-
permanent members that serve two-year rotating
terms. During 2009 those members are: Austria,
Burkina Faso, Costa Rica, Croatia, Japan, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Mexico, Turkey, Uganda, and Viet
Nam. The presidency of the council rotates monthly,
according to the English alphabetical listing of its
member states.

Functions: Under Article 26 of the UN Charter, in
order to promote the establishment and maintenance
of international peace and security with the least di-
version for armaments of the world’s human and
economic resources, the Security Council shall be
responsible for formulating, with the assistance of the
Military Staff Committee, plans to be submitted to
the UN members for the establishment of a system
for the regulation of armaments.

Compliance: Under Chapter VII of the UN Charter,
Article 39, the Security Council can determine a
threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of ag-
gression and may recommend, or decide what meas-
ures to take, whether economic, political, or force, to
maintain or restore international peace and security.

In the WMD arena, for example, the Security Council
imposed sanctions on lIraq with Resolution 687
(1991) until fully in compliance with its obligations
under all relevant resolutions, treaties, and agree-
ments to disarm its weapons of mass destruction.
These sanctions were reinforced by Resolution 1441
(2002) which gave Iraqg a “final opportunity to comp-
ly” with its disarmament obligations.

In February 1993 the International Atomic Energy
Agency (IAEA) alerted the UNSC that the Democrat-
ic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK, or North Ko-
rea) was not in compliance with its nuclear safe-
guards agreement (INFCIRC/403). On 12 March,
1993, the DPRK announced its withdrawal from the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons
(NPT), in a letter to the Security Council president.
On 1 April, the IAEA Board of Governors formally
referred the matter of non-compliance to the Security

Council. This decision was suspended in June 1993
when the United States began direct negotiations with
the DPRK over its nuclear program. In the meantime,
the Security Council passed a resolution on 11 May
requesting the DPRK to allow the 1AEA to conduct
safeguards inspections to verify peaceful-use com-
pliance in relation to that country’s obligations under
the NPT. North Korea rejected the request on 12
May, 1993.

On 10 January, 2003, the DPRK once again an-
nounced its withdrawal from the NPT, via its official
news agency, KCNA. On 12 February of the same
year, the IAEA formally referred the matter of North
Korean non-compliance with its safeguards and NPT
obligations to the Security Council.

In February of 2006, after the recent breakdown of
talks between the European 3 (Great Britain, France,
and Germany) and Iran, the IAEA Board of Gover-
nors voted on a resolution calling for Iran’s referral to
the Security Council in March.

Sections in the UNSC File:

Sanctions Committees

UNSC Counter-Terrorism Committee
CTC

UNSC 1540 Committee
Developments in the Security Council

Organs Established by the Security
Council
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Sanctions Committees:
[Back to Top]

The Sanctions Committees are charged with monitor-
ing the implementation of council-established sanc-
tions.

List of sanctions relating to nonproliferation and
disarmament

UNSC Counter-Terrorism Committee
(CTO):

[Back to Top]

Established pursuant to Resolution 1373 adopted in
2001, this ad hoc committee consists of all the mem-
bers of the council, and seeks to monitor implementa-
tion of this resolution with the assistance of appropri-
ate expertise. The current chair of the committee is
Ambassador Neven Jurica of Croatia.

Under Resolution 1535 (2004), the Security Council
established the Counter-Terrorism Committee Execu-
tive Directorate (CTED) to further assist the work of
the Committee and thus to strengthen States’ capacity
to combat terrorism. CTED’s mandate was extended
until the end of 2010 by Resolution 1805 (2008).

In September 2005, the Security Council adopted
resolution 1624 on incitement to commit acts of ter-
rorism, calling on UN Member States to prohibit it by
law, prevent such conduct, and deny safe haven to
anyone "with respect to whom there is credible and
relevant information giving serious reasons for con-
sidering that they have been guilty of such conduct."

In addition to calling on States to continue interna-
tional efforts to enhance dialogue and broaden under-
standing among civilizations, the Council directed the
Committee to include in its own dialogue with coun-
tries their efforts to implement resolution 1624
(2005).

From 7-10 September, the 9th Annual International
Conference on Global Terrorism was held in Her-
zliya, Israel.

UNSC 1540 Committee:
[Back to Top]

Established with a two-year mandate pursuant to
Resolution 1540 (April 2004), this committee con-
sists of all 15 members of the Security Council. It is
charged with monitoring the implementation of the

resolution, which seeks to prevent terrorist acquisi-
tion of weapons of mass destruction, their delivery
systems, and related materials, with the assistance of
appropriate expertise. Its activities include examin-
ing national implementation reports, coordinating
technical assistance to those countries requesting help
in implementing the resolution, and conducting out-
reach and profile building around the work of the
committee. The chair is Ambassador Jorge Urbina of
Costa Rica.

The report of the 1540 Committee to the Security
Council was submitted on 27 April 2006. After con-
sidering the report, the Security Council in its Reso-
lution 1673 extended the mandate of the committee
by two years and decided that the committee should
intensify its efforts to promote the full implementa-
tion of the resolution.

In April 2008, the Security Council unanimously
voted to extend the mandate of the 1540 Committee
for an additional 3 years. Resolution 1810 required
the 1540 Committee to submit a second report to the
Security Council no later than 31 July and to com-
plete a comprehensive review of implementation by
31 January 2009. The Committee submitted its report
on 8 July, at which point 155 countries and one or-
ganization had submitted at least one report. 102
countries had also submitted additional information.

Developments in the Security Council:

[Back to Top]
20009:

On 10 March, the UNSC heard a briefing from the
committee monitoring sanctions against Iran regard-
ing prior Resolutions 1737, 1747, and 1803.

On 13 April, the UNSC condemded the recent rocket
launch by the DPRK and called for peace of the Ko-
rean Penninsula. The UNSC also stated that the 5
April launch was in violation of Resolution 1718,
which demanded that DPRK refrain from any further
nuclear testing of ballistic missile launches.

On 12 June, in response to the DPRK’s apparent nu-
clear test of 25 May, the UNSC unanimously passed
Resolution 1874. The resolution condemned “in the
strongest terms” the DPRK’s nuclear test, and de-
manded that the DPRK stop all nuclear and missile-
related activities. It tightened the sanctions imple-
mented under Resolution 1718 to include “all arms
and related materiel, as well as to financial transac-
tions, technical training, advice, services or assistance
related to the provision, manufacture, maintenance or
use of such arms or materiel,” with the exception of
small arms and light weapons. It called on UN mem-
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ber states to inspect “all cargo to and from the
DPRK” if they had any reason to believe that its con-
tent was weapon-related, as well as to stop providing
any financial assistance to the DPRK not for humani-
tarian or developmental purposes.

The DPRK, which had previously declared that any
sanctions against it would be regarded as an “act of
war,” issued a response stating that it would “wea-
ponize” all of its available plutonium and begin
enriching uranium. A DPRK Foreign Ministry offi-
cial said in a statement that “it has become an abso-
lutely impossible option for North Korea to even
think about giving up its nuclear weapons.”

On 15 June, the Secretary General renewed his ap-
peal to all states that have not yet done so to adhere
to the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty
(CTBT), which has still not entered into force over a
decade after it opened for signature.

On 6 July, the UNSC condemned the reported ballis-
tic missile tests conducted by the DPRK on 4 July,
stating they violate Council resolutions and pose a
threat to regional and international security. Council
members reiterated that the DPRK must comply with
its obligations under all resolutions, including Reso-
lution 1874, which was adopted unanimously last
month in response to Pyongyang’s recent nuclear
test..

On 16 July, the UNSC imposed sanctions on five
companies and five individuals in connection with
the nuclear test carried out by the DPRK in May.

On 31 July, Secretary-General Ban Ki-moon urged
greater progress towards achieving a world free of
nuclear weapons. Mr. Ban highlighted his own five-
point plan to achieve the goal of a nuclear-weapon-
free world.

On 11 September, the United States released its draft
UNSC Resolution on Nuclear Nonproliferation and
Nuclear Disarmament to the Security Council’s per-
manent five member states. The draft is subject to
adjustments until President Obama chairs the UNSC
summit on nuclear nonproliferation and nuclear dis-
armament on 24 September.

On 24 September, the UNSC held a summit-level
meeting on nuclear disarmament and nonprolifera-
tion chaired by President Barack Obama. Resolution
1887 was adopted unanimously by the Council and is
the first comprehensive action taken on nuclear issues
since the mid-1990s. The Council called on all States
that are not parties to the NPT to accede to the Treaty
as non-nuclear-weapon States. The text also called on
all States to refrain from conducting a nuclear test

explosion and to sign and ratify the CTBT thereby
bringing it into force as soon as possible.

2008: On 3 March, the Council adopted Resolution
1803 imposing a new round of sanctions against Iran
for refusing to suspend uranium enrichment and to
close down its heavy water facility. The preambular
paragraphs of the resolution affirm the importance of
states’ compliance to NPT obligations and stressed
the importance of resolving the Iranian nuclear issue
and realizing the objective of a Middle East free of
weapons of mass destruction. It also expressed con-
cern over Iran’s non-implementation of Security
Council resolutions.

The resolution furthermore welcomed the agreement
between Iran and the IAEA to resolve all outstanding
issues concerning Iran’s nuclear program and
progress made in this regard. It also requested Iran to
take immediate steps mandated by the IAEA Board
of Governors in its resolution GOV/2006/14. The
resolution required all states to exercise “vigilance
and restraint” in denying entry or transit of individu-
als who could assist Iran’s nuclear program and nuc-
lear weapon delivery systems. It further extends the
freeze of the financial assets of persons or entities
supporting Iran’s nuclear program and nuclear-
weapon delivery systems.

The Security Council on 20 March adopted Resolu-
tion 1805 extending the mandate of the Counter-
Terrorism Committee Directorate until 31 December
2010. The resolution affirms the Counter-Terrorism
Committee’s (CTC) decision to support the recom-
mendations contained in the revised “Organizational
plan for the Counter-Terrorism Committee Executive
Directorate (S/2008/80).” It also required the CTC to
submit an annual report on the implementation of the
1805 resolution.

On 25 April, the unanimous adoption of Resolution
1810 extended the mandate of the 1540 Committee
for an additional three years and called for a compre-
hensive review of the status of implementation. The
Security Council emphasized the need to enhance
ongoing cooperation between the 1540 Committee,
the CTC, and the Al-Qaida and Taliban sanctions
committee.

On 27 September, the Security Council passed Reso-
lution 1835 calling upon Iran to fulfill without delay
its obligations under Resolutions 1737, 1747, and
1803.

2007: On 25 March, the UNSC unanimously passed
Resolution 1747 tightening economic and political
sanctions on Iran for its refusal to halt uranium
enrichment. While South Africa, Qatar, and Indone-
sia proposed amendments, including a South African
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proposal for a 90-day “time out” to allow more time
for negotiations with Iran, no significant amendments
were made to the resolution. In addition to measures
related to Iran’s nuclear program, the resolution also
includes a conventional arms embargo affecting or-
ganizations such as the Iranian Revolutionary Guard.

Iran continued to insist that its nuclear activities were
in compliance with the NPT and continued to call
into question both the legitimacy of the UNSC and
the legality of the resolution.

The resolution calls for a report from the IAEA with-
in 60 days on whether Iran has complied with the
resolution’s demands.

In May 2007, the IAEA submitted its report, Imple-
mentation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement and
Relevant Provisions of Security Council Resolutions
in the Islamic Republic of Iran. The report deals with
the developments since the IAEA Director General’s
report of 22 February 2007 on the implementation of
the NPT Safeguards Agreement and relevant Security
Council resolutions by Iran. The report stated that the
Agency was able to verify the non-diversion of de-
clared nuclear material in Iran, but maintains its ina-
bility to verify the scope and nature of Iran’s nuclear
program. In this regard, the report noted that as long
as the long-standing issues are resolved and Iran im-
plements the Additional Protocol, the Agency would
not be able to determine the history of Iran’s nuclear
program.

On 29 June 2007, the Security Council adopted Reso-
lution 1762 which terminated the mandate of UN-
MOVIC under the relevant resolutions.

In November 2007, the IAEA submitted its report,
Implementation of the NPT Safeguards Agreement
and relevant provisions of Security Council resolu-
tions 1737 (2006) and 1747 (2007) in the Islamic
Republic of Iran. The report discussed the status of
implementation of the working plan the Agency had
concluded with Iran to resolve the outstanding issues
related to its nuclear program. The report stated that
while the Agency was able to verify the past activi-
ties pertaining to the centrifuge program it continues
to seek further information to verify the completeness
of Iran’s declarations. It further stated that Iranian
nuclear activities related to enrichment and heavy
water is contrary to the relevant UN Security Council
resolutions. It also urged Iran to implement the Addi-
tional Protocol to enable the Agency to assure the
international community of the peaceful nature of
Iran’s nuclear program.

The Security Council on 10 December 2007 adopted
Resolution 1787 extending the mandate of the CTC
until 31 March 2008.

2006: On 29 March, the Security Council agreed on a
presidential statement that called upon Iran to sus-
pend all uranium enrichment-related and reprocessing
activities. This statement marks the first time that the
Security Council has directed Iran to address interna-
tional concerns over its nuclear program. The council
unanimously approved the statement requesting the
IAEA director-general to report within 30 days on
Iran's compliance with its demands. The statement
was issued after a flurry of negotiations among the
Permanent Five. While there seemed to be agree-
ment among the United States, the United Kingdom,
and France regarding approaches to the Iranian issue,
including strong support for sanctions under Chapter
VII, China and Russia voiced their opposition to such
action and stressed more diplomatic means to resolv-
ing the issue.

On 28 April, the IAEA director-general submitted a
report to the Security Council pursuant to the 29
March presidential statement in which he detailed the
IAEA’s findings on the implementation of safeguards
in Iran.

On 27 April, the Security Council adopted Resolution
1673 (2006) thereby extending the mandate of the
1540 Committee by another two years until 27 April
2008. The Council endorsed several of the recom-
mendations made by the 1540 Committee, including
the requirement of Resolution 1540 and the impor-
tance of all states to fully implement the resolution;
the call for all states that have not yet presented a first
report on steps they have taken or intend to take to
implement Resolution 1540 to submit such a report to
the 1540 Committee without delay; and the decision
that the 1540 Committee shall intensify its efforts to
promote the full implementation by all states of
Resolution 1540 through a work program, which in-
cludes the compilation of information on the status of
states” implementation of all aspects of the resolu-
tion, including outreach, dialogue, assistance, and
cooperation. According to the resolution, the work
program should address in particular all aspects of
paragraphs 1, 2, and 3 of Resolution 1540, which
encompasses (a) accountability, (b) physical protec-
tion, (c) border controls and law enforcement efforts,
and (d) national export and trans-shipment controls,
including controls on providing funds and services
such as financing to such export and trans-shipment,
and in that regard, the pursuit of the ongoing dialogue
between the 1540 Committee and states on the full
implementation of the resolution are needed, includ-
ing further actions needed from states to that end and
on technical assistance needed and offered. Resolu-
tion 1673 also invited the 1540 Committee to explore
experience-sharing and lessons learned in the areas
covered by Resolution 1540 with states and interna-
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tional, regional, and sub-regional organizations. The
final recommendation in the resolution asks the 1540
Committee to submit to the Security Council a report
no later than 27 April 2008 on compliance with Reso-
lution 1540.

On 15 July, acting “under its special responsibility
for the maintenance of international peace and stabili-
ty,” the Security Council unanimously adopted a res-
olution imposing sanctions on North Korea for its
ballistic missile program, while also condemning
Pyongyang's missile tests that occurred on 5 July.
Resolution 1695 requires all UN member states to
stop imports and exports of any material or funds
relating to the DPRK’s missile programs or WMD. It
also demands North Korea “suspend all activities
related to its ballistic missile program,” and to re-
establish a moratorium on the launching of missiles.

On 31 July, the Security Council adopted Resolution
1696, in which it expressed its serious concern over
the continued inability of the International Atomic
Energy Agency (IAEA) to provide assurances about
Iran’s undeclared nuclear material and activities after
more than three years. The council demanded that
Iran suspend all enrichment-related and reprocessing
activities, including research and development, and
set a deadline (31 August 2006) for Iran to do so or
face the possibility of economic and diplomatic sanc-
tions. The council expressed its conviction that such
suspension, as well as full, verified Iranian com-
pliance with the IAEA Board of Governor’s require-
ments, would contribute to a diplomatic, negotiated
solution that guaranteed Iran’s nuclear program was
for exclusively peaceful purposes. The council also
endorsed the proposals of China, France, Germany,
the Russian Federation, the United Kingdom, and the
United States, with the support of the European Un-
ion’s high representative, for a long-term comprehen-
sive arrangement, which would allow for the devel-
opment of relations with Iran based on mutual respect
and the establishment of international confidence in
the exclusively peaceful nature of Iran’s nuclear pro-
gram. The resolution was adopted under Chapter VII
with a vote of 14 in favor to 1 against (Qatar).

The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea con-
ducted a nuclear test on 9 October, 2006. In re-
sponse, the Security Council passed Resolution 1718
acting under Chapter VII of the UN Charter con-
demning the test and mandating that “all Member
States shall prevent the direct or indirect supply, sale
or transfer to the DPRK of any materials relating
weapons of mass destruction programs, including the
immediate freezing of funds or other financial assets
and economic resources which are being engaged in
or providing support for, including through other

illicit means, DPRK’s nuclear-related, other weapons
of mass destruction-related and ballistic missile re-
lated programs.

On 23 December, after months of threatening action,
the UN Security Council adopted resolution 1737,
imposing sanctions on Iran for refusal to verifiably
suspend uranium enrichment and reprocessing, and
allow for further 1AEA inspections and the resump-
tion of negotiations. The resolution gave lIran 60
days to suspend *“suspect activities” to the satisfaction
of the IAEA.

2005: During the first nine months of 2005, the Se-
curity Council seized itself of threats to international
peace and security caused by instabilities in a number
of countries around the world as well as by terrorist
acts. Significant resolutions included Resolution
1583 in January on the situation in the Middle East,
which extended the mandate of United Nations Inte-
rim Force in Lebanon (UNIFIL) through 31 July,
2005, and re-affirmed the pressing need “to achieve,
a comprehensive, just, and lasting peace” in that re-
gion. In July, resolution 1614 further extended the
mandate of UNIFIL through 31 January, 2006.

Resolution 1611, passed in July, again re-affirmed
the role and position of the CTC in ending threats to
international peace and security caused by terrorist
acts, and condemned the terrorist bombings carried
out in London on 7 July.

On 29 July, acting under Chapter VII of the UN
Charter, the Security Council passed Resolution
1617. The resolution focuses on Al-Qaeda, Osama
bin Laden, the Taliban, and associated individuals
and groups, and reinforces the “Consolidated List” of
suspected individuals and entities as created by Reso-
lutions 1267 (1999) and 1455 (2003) by requiring
states to freeze assets, to prevent entry into or transit
through said states, and not to supply arms and re-
lated materials to any person or entity on the list. The
resolution further broadens the scope of the Consoli-
dated List by deciding that any person or group par-
ticipating in the financing, planning, facilitating, pre-
paring, or perpetrating of acts or activities by, in con-
junction with, under the name of, on behalf of, or in
support of; supplying, selling or transferring arms
and related materiel to; recruiting for; or otherwise
supporting acts or activities of al-Qaeda, Usama bin
Laden, or the Taliban, indicate that they are “asso-
ciated with” Al-Qaeda, Usama bin Laden or the Tali-
ban. It also extended the mandate of the New York-
based Monitoring Team that assists the committee
established pursuant to Resolution 1267 for an addi-
tional 17months.
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During the Security Council Summit 2005 in Sep-
tember, the UNSC passed Resolution 1624, which
calls upon states to adopt measures to further restrict
terrorist acts, including prohibiting by law “incite-
ment to commit a terrorist act or acts.”

2004: During the month of January, the Security
Council focused on threats to international peace and
security caused by terrorist acts, the situation in the
Middle East, the Western Sahara, the Democratic
People’s Republic of the Congo, and Georgia. Two
significant resolutions were passed: Resolution 1525
on the situation in the Middle East, and Resolution
1526 on threats to international peace and security
caused by terrorist acts. Resolution 1525 focused on
the UNIFIL in support of the territorial integrity, so-
vereignty, and political independence of Lebanon
within its internationally recognized boundaries. The
council further stressed the importance of, and the
need to achieve, a comprehensive just and lasting
peace in the Middle East. Resolution 1526 focused on
the role of states, international bodies, and regional
organizations in efforts to act under Chapter VII of
the Charter of the United Nations to combat threats to
international peace and security caused by terrorist
acts. This resolution centered around meeting the
specific threat of Al-Qaeda and members of the Tali-
ban and any individuals, groups, undertakings, or
entities associated with them, by freezing their funds
and other financial assets and economic resources.
The council urged all states and relevant internation-
al, regional, and subregional organizations to become
more directly involved in capacity-building efforts
and to offer technical assistance in areas identified in
consultation with the Counter-Terrorism Committee
(CTOC).

During the month of March, the UN Security Council
reaffirmed the role and position of the CTC in the
global effort to fight terrorism. In the aftermath of the
11 March, 2004 terrorist bombings in Madrid, dele-
gates to an international conference on terrorism in
Vienna adopted the “Vienna Declaration,” which
acknowledges the need to give help to a large number
of UN Member States to implement the provisions of
Security Council Resolution 1373 and the 12 anti-
terrorism treaties.

That landmark resolution, adopted in the wake of the
11 September 2001 terror attacks against the United
States, established the CTC and called on member
states to prevent and suppress the financing of terror-
ism, refrain from providing any support to entities or
persons involved in terrorist acts, and deny safe ha-
ven to those who finance, plan, support, and commit
such acts.

On 28 April, the UN Security Council unanimously
approved Resolution 1540 by a vote of 15-t0-0 to
keep chemical, biological, and nuclear weapons out
of the hands of terrorists. The resolution seeks to ad-
dress the threat of weapons of mass destruction being
used by non-state actors. It calls on all 191 UN mem-
bers to draw up legislation and strengthen laws to
prevent terrorists and black market agents from being
able to “manufacture, acquire, possess, transport,
transfer or use nuclear, chemical or biological wea-
pons and their means of delivery.” The resolution
asks countries to report on their compliance within
six months, and it establishes Security Council moni-
toring for two years. It also recognizes that some
countries may require assistance in implementing the
provisions of this resolution within their territories
and invites states in a position to do so to offer assis-
tance as appropriate in response to specific requests
from states lacking the legal and regulatory infra-
structure, implementation experience, and resources
to fulfill the provisions of the resolution. The meas-
ure seeks to criminalize the spread of weapons of
mass destruction and to ensure that all countries have
strong export controls and are taking steps to secure
sensitive materials within their borders.

2003: The Security Council met several times during
the first few months of 2003, most notably with re-
gard to the situation in Irag. During this time, the
United Nations Monitoring, Verification and Inspec-
tion Commission (UNMOVIC) and the IAEA sub-
mitted regular reports of their inspections in the
country. The council passed two resolutions that per-
tained specifically to this region, Resolutions 1461
and 1483. Resolution 1461, adopted on 30 January
2003, addressed “the importance of, and the need to
achieve, a comprehensive, just and lasting peace in
the Middle East.”

On 7 March 2003, the executive chair of UNMOVIC,
Dr. Hans Blix, reported that “no underground facili-
ties for chemical or biological production or storage
were found” in Iraq at that time. Referring to Resolu-
tion 1284, which called on the Security Council to
“address unresolved disarmament issues and to iden-
tify key remaining disarmament tasks,” Blix noted
that “a sustained inspection and monitoring system
[was] to remain in place after verified disarmament to
give confidence and to strike an alarm if signs were
seen of the revival of any proscribed weapons pro-
grams.” At the same meeting on 7 March, IAEA Di-
rector General Mohamed ElBaredei also submitted
his report to the Security Council noting that the
agency had “conducted a total of 218 nuclear inspec-
tions at 141 sites” and had found “no indication of
resumed nuclear activities...nor any indication of
nuclear-related prohibited activities at any inspected
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sites.” In the weeks that followed, members of the
Security Council voiced different views on the dis-
armament process and no consensus was reached on
the use of force to disarm the country. Intense debate
in the council between several delegations, most not-
ably the United States and France, concluded in mid-
March as negotiation on Iraq failed to bring about
consensus. On 17 March 2003, the council ordered
inspectors from the IAEA and UNMOVIC to with-
draw from the country as “Operation Iraqi Freedom,”
led by coalition forces from the United States and
United Kingdom, began.

Resolution 1483, adopted 22 May 2003, confronted
the situation between Iragq and Kuwait. It reaffirmed
the importance of the disarmament of Iragi weapons
of mass destruction and of eventual confirmation of
the disarmament of Iraqg. It also lifted all trade, finan-
cial, and economic sanctions against the country es-
tablished by prior UN resolutions.

The council noted a letter of 8 May 2003 from the
“Permanent Representatives of the United States of
America and the United Kingdom to the President of
the Security Council” (S/2003/358) that recognized
the specific authorities, responsibilities, and obliga-
tions under applicable international law of these
states as occupying powers under unified command.
The resolution also called upon the authority and
relevant organizations to continue efforts to locate,
identify, and repatriate all Kuwaiti and third-state
nationals as well as the Kuwait archives; the previous
Iragi regime had failed to undertake these efforts. The
resolution also “vested the occupation forces in Iraq
with broad powers in accordance with international
law and international conventions” and included
powers to search for weapons of mass destruction as
well as new forms and methods of work done by
UNMOVIC in Irag. This resolution reaffirmed that
Iraq had to meet its disarmament obligations in the
aftermath of “Operation Iragi Freedom.” It encour-
aged the United Kingdom and the United States to
keep the council informed of their activities in this
regard, and underlined the intention of the Council to
revisit the mandates of UNMOVIC and the IAEA as
set forth in Resolutions 687 (1991), 1284 (1999), and
1441 (2002).

The council passed two other significant resolutions
in addition to Resolution 1483: Resolutions 1472 and
1476. These resolutions call for the termination of the
Oil for Food Program and request that the UN trans-
fer $1 billion to the Development Fund for Iraq (DFI)
as soon as possible. They also call on international
financial institutions to assist in the reconstruction
and development of Iraq and welcome creditors to
seek a solution to Irag’s debt problems.

During the month of October, the Security Council
focused its discussion primarily on the Middle East
and Afghanistan. Two significant resolutions were
passed, Resolution 1510 on expanding the role of the
international effort in Afghanistan, and Resolution
1511 calling for a strengthening of the UN’s “vital
role” in Irag.

On 5 October, it held a special emergency meeting to
address an Israeli air strike against Syria.

With respect to the situation in Irag, the council held
an important meeting on 15 October at which it un-
animously called for “power to be returned to the
Iragi people as soon as practicable.” Through Resolu-
tion 1511 (2003), and under Chapter VII of the Unit-
ed Nations Charter, the council underscored the tem-
porary nature of the Coalition Authority and deter-
mined that the Governing Council of Iraq embodied
the sovereignty of that state until the establishment of
a representative government was founded and as-
sumed the responsibilities of the Coalition Authority.

The council urged member states and international
financial institutions to make substantial pledges at
the 23-24 October 2003 International Donors Confe-
rence in Madrid. It resolved that the UN should
strengthen its vital role in Iraq by providing humani-
tarian assistance, promoting the economic reconstruc-
tion of and conditions for sustainable development in
Irag, and advancing efforts to restore and establish
national and local institutions. The council further
authorized a multinational force under unified com-
mand to take all necessary measures to contribute to
the maintenance of security and stability in Irag, in-
cluding for the purpose of ensuring necessary condi-
tions for the implementation of the timetable and
program as well as to contribute to the security of the
United Nations Assistance Mission for humanitarian
and economic infrastructure.

In addition to the meetings on Iraq, the council met to
discuss the situation in the Middle East between Pa-
lestine and Israel as well as Afghanistan. It called on
the international community to assist the parties in
the Middle East conflict to commit to confidence-
building measures to stop the ever-worsening vi-
olence. With respect to Afghanistan, the council ad-
dressed the fundamental, structural causes of insecur-
ity that remained unresolved. It noted that the trend
toward targeting civilian personnel supported the
view that the United Nations must also be seen as a
target in the ongoing terrorist threats made by forces
benefiting from instability in the country.

2002: On 8 November, the council unanimously
adopted Resolution 1441, holding Iraq in “material
breach” of its obligations under previous resolutions,
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and decided to afford it a “final opportunity to comp-
ly” with its disarmament obligations, while setting up
an enhanced inspection regime. The council also de-
cided it would convene immediately upon the receipt
of any reports from inspection authorities that Iraq
was interfering with their activities and recalled re-
peated warnings by the council that Iraq would face
“serious consequences” as a result of continued viola-
tions. UNMOVIC and the IAEA would have “imme-
diate, unimpeded, unconditional and unrestricted
access” to any sites in lIrag, including presidential
sites.

On 25 November, the first inspectors arrived in
Baghdad. On 7 December, one day before the dead-
line set by Resolution 1441, Iraq handed over to the
United Nations the required declaration “of all as-
pects of its programmes to develop chemical, biolog-
ical, and nuclear weapons, ballistic missiles and other
delivery systems.” The executive chair of UNMOV-
IC, Hans Blix, and the director general of the IAEA,
Mohamed ElBaradei, briefed the council in closed
consultations on their initial assessment of the decla-
ration and progress of inspections on 19 December.

2001: On 28 September, the UNSC adopted Resolu-
tion 1373, which established the CTC. In Resolution
1373, the UNSC called on all states to exchange in-
formation on the threat posed by the possession of
WMD by terrorist groups, and to adhere to and im-
plement relevant terrorism conventions. It noted with
concern the close connection between international
terrorism and illegal movement of nuclear materials.
It called on states to report to the CTC on the imple-
mentation of Resolution 1373.

1998: The Security Council unanimously adopted
Resolution S/1172 on 6 June in response to nuclear
tests by India on 11 and 13 May and by Pakistan on
28 and 30 May. The resolution called on the two
countries to refrain from further nuclear tests, to halt
their nuclear weapon programs, and to join both the
NPT and the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty
(CTBT). The resolution also implicitly denied the
countries their claimed nuclear-weapon-state (NWS)
status.

1995: On 11 April, the Security Council adopted by
consensus Resolution 984, which updated the securi-
ty assurances announced by the NWS on 5-6 April
1995. It goes farther than Resolution 255 (1968) in
that it recognizes that the non-nuclear weapon states
(NNWS) parties to the NPT want the Security Coun-
cil, and more specifically the NWS, to act quickly
should such states be the victim of an act of nuclear
aggression. The new resolution also urged all states
to pursue in good faith effective measures relating to
nuclear disarmament and on a treaty on general and

complete disarmament under strict and effective in-
ternational control.

1992: According to the Summit Declaration adopted
by the Security Council on 31 January, the prolifera-
tion of all WMD constitutes a threat to international
peace and security. The members of the council
committed themselves to working to prevent the
spread of technology related to the research on or
production of such weapons and to taking appropriate
action to that end. They emphasized the integral role
in the implementation of the NPT of fully effective
IAEA safeguards, as well as the importance of effec-
tive export controls. They would take appropriate
measures in the case of any violations brought to
their attention by the IAEA. They recognized the
importance of all states providing all the information
called for in the General Assembly’s resolution on
the UN register of arms transfers.

1968: On 19 June 1968, the Security Council
adopted Resolution 225 which recognized that ag-
gression with nuclear weapons or the threat of such
aggression against a NNWS would create a situation
in which the council, and above all its NWS perma-
nent members, would have to act immediately in ac-
cordance with their obligations under the UN Char-
ter; welcomed the intention expressed by certain
states that they will provide or support immediate
assistance, in accordance with the charter, to any
NNWS party to the NPT that is a victim of an act or
an object of a threat of aggression in which nuclear
weapons are used; and reaffirmed the inherent right,
recognized under Article 51 of the charter, of indi-
vidual and collective self-defense if an armed attack
occurs against a UN member, until the council has
taken measures necessary to maintain international
peace and security.

Organs Established by the Security
Council

[Back to Top]

I. Monitoring, Verification and In-
spection Commission (UNMOVIC)
(1999-2007):

UNMOVIC was established pursuant to Security
Council Resolution 1284 (17 December, 1999) to
undertake the responsibilities of the former United
Nations Special Commission on Irag (UNSCOM).
UNMOVIC is mandated to establish a reinforced,
ongoing monitoring and verification system, address
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unresolved disarmament issues, and assume UN-
SCOM’s assets, liabilities, and archives.

Resolution 1284 was adopted by a vote of 11 in favor
to none against, with 4 abstentions (China, France,
Malaysia, and the Russian Federation). It required the
suspension and lifting of sanctions against Iraq under
certain conditions. Once UNMOVIC and the IAEA
reported Iraq’s cooperation in all respects with the
reinforced monitoring system for a period of 120
days, the sanctions would be suspended for 120 days,
renewable by the council. If at any time the executive
chair of UNMOVIC or the director-general of the
IAEA reported that Irag was not cooperating, or if
Iraq was in the process of acquiring any prohibited
items, the economic sanctions would be reimposed.
According to the resolution, the government of Iraq
would be liable for costs incurred by UNMOVIC and
the IAEA for their work in Iraqg.

On 27 January 2000, the UN secretary-general ap-
pointed Hans Blix (Sweden) to be the executive chair
of UNMOVIC; he served through June 30, 2003. The
executive chair reports every three months on the
work of UNMOVIC.

The secretary-general was also asked to appoint ex-
perts to a College of Commissioners for UNMOVIC,
to meet regularly to review the implementation of
relevant council resolutions and advise the executive
chair. The commissioners were named by the secre-
tary-general in March 2000, as follows: Abigun Ade
Abiodun (Nigeria), Reinhard Béhm (Germany), Ro-
nald Cleminson (Canada), Cong Guang (China), The-
rese Delpech (France), Robert Einhorn (United
States), Yuriy V. Fedotov (Russian Federation), Kos-
tyantyn Gryshchenko (Ukraine), Gunterio G. Heine-
ken (Argentina), Hannelore Hoppe (United Nations-
Department of Disarmament Affairs), Takanori Ka-
zuhara (Japan), Roque Monteleone-Neto (Brazil),
Annaswamy Narayana Prasad (India), Marjatta Rau-
tio (Finland), Paul Schulte (United Kingdom), and
Cheikh Sylla (Senegal).

UNMOVIC’s inspectors were withdrawn from Iraq
in March 2003, though it maintains work in connec-
tion with those parts of its mandate that fall outside
of Irag, and preserves a certain amount of readiness
to resume work in Iraqg.

On 1 July 2003, the secretary-general of the United
Nations appointed Mr. Demetrius Perricos (Greece)
as acting executive chair of UNMOVIC. There are
more than 300 experts on its roster, and the entity
continues to respond to requests for training.

Members of the College of Commissioners as of Sep-
tember 2005 included: Adigun Ade Abiodun (Nige-

ria); Reinhard Béhm (Germany); Ronald Cleminson
(Canada); Thérése Delpech (France); Yuriy V. Fedo-
tov (Russian Federation); Gunterio G. Heineken (Ar-
gentina); Hannelore Hoppe (United Nations - De-
partment for Disarmament Affairs); Yongshou Lu
(China); Takanori Kazuhara (Japan); Rogue Mon-
teleone-Neto (Brazil); Olga Pellicer (Mexico); An-
naswamy Narayana Prasad (India); Stephen G. Ra-
demaker (United States); Anatoliy Scherba
(Ukraine); Cheikh Sylla (Senegal); and Bryan Wells
(United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irel-
and).

On 29 June 2007, the Security Council adopted Reso-
lution 1762 which terminated the mandate of UN-
MOVIC under the relevant resolutions.

Point of Contact:

Website: http://www.unmovic.org/

ii. Special Commission on Iraq
(UNSCOM) (1991-1999):

UNSCOM was established pursuant to Para-
graph 9(b)(I) of UNSC Resolution 687 (3 April
1991), for the purposes of eliminating Iraq’s capabili-
ties vis-a-vis WMD and ballistic missiles with a
range greater than 150 km, and ensuring that Iraq
does not reacquire these capabilities. In the nuclear
area, UNSCOM provided assistance and cooperation
to the IAEA. Both UNSCOM and the IAEA had ex-
tensive rights that enabled them to fulfill the
mandate, emanating from Resolution 687 and elabo-
rated upon in the exchange of letters between the UN
Secretary-General and the Minister of Foreign Af-
fairs of Iraq in May 1991. Their rights also originated
in UNSC Resolutions 707 and 715 (1991), which
require the destruction, removal, and rendering harm-
less of Iraq’s capabilities proscribed by the UNSC,
and provide for the long-term monitoring and verifi-
cation of Iragq’s compliance with Security Council
resolutions.

By the end of 1998, UNSCOM had fielded more than
250 inspection missions. In its operations, it had un-
covered elements of Iraq’s biological weapons pro-
gram, advanced chemical weapons capabilities, and
missile production facilities. Among other things, it
had destroyed 48 operational long-range missiles, 14
conventional missile warheads, 30 chemical missile
warheads, 690 tons of chemical weapons agent, the
Al-Hakam biological weapons facility, and other bio-
logical weapons production equipment and materials.
A comprehensive list of UNSCOM’s achievements
can be found here.
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On 2 March 1998, the Security Council issued Reso-
lution S/1154 stating it was determined to ensure
immediate and full compliance by Iraq without con-
ditions or restrictions with its obligations under Reso-
lution 687 (1991) and the other relevant resolutions.
In addition, S/1154 endorsed the memorandum of
understanding signed by the deputy prime minister of
Irag and the UN secretary-general on 23 February
1998 (S/1998/166), in which procedures for the in-
spection of presidential sites were outlined in consul-
tation with UNSCOM and the IAEA. On 9 Septem-
ber, the Security Council condemned Irag’s decision
of 5 August 1998 to suspend cooperation with UN-
SCOM and the IAEA, a development it considered as
a contravention of the memorandum signed in Febru-
ary. The resolution (S/1194) also demanded full co-
operation and reiterated the Security Council’s inten-
tion to ensure full compliance by Iraq with all the
previous resolutions’ obligations. On 5 November,
another resolution (S/1205) condemned the 31 Octo-
ber decision by Iraq to cease cooperation with UN-
SCOM and demanded that Iraq rescind both its deci-
sions of 5 August and 31 October. The Security
Council demanded that Iraq cooperate with UN-
SCOM and the IAEA immediately, completely, and
unconditionally. However, following several more
weeks of non-compliance, the Special Commission
withdrew its staff from Irag on 15 December 1998.
The Security Council sought new ways to re-establish
a cooperative relationship with Iraqg, including plans
for renewed monitoring and verification. Three pa-
nels were established in order to focus on the main
issues surrounding Iraq: disarmament and current and
future ongoing monitoring and verification issues,
humanitarian issues, and prisoners of war and Kuwai-
ti property.

The semi-annual reports of the commission are avail-
able here.

The bulk of UNSCOM’s expenses were met directly
by supporting governments in the form of contribu-
tions in kind of personnel, supplies, and equipment.
Operational expenses were met from cash contribu-
tions made from various countries and from unfrozen
Iragi assets made available to the UN. Security
Council Resolution 986 of 1995 allowed for some
funds from the sale of Iragi oil to be used to meet
UNSCOM operating costs. The cash requirements of
the commission totaled approximately $25-30 million
per year.

The Special Commission consisted of 21 members:
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, China, Czech
Republic, Finland, France, Germany, Indonesia, Italy,
Japan, Netherlands, Nigeria, Norway, Poland, Russia,
Sweden, United Kingdom, United States, and Vene-

zuela.

UNSCOM had offices in New York, Bahrain, and
Baghdad.

Richard Butler (Australia) completed his two-year
tenure as executive chair of the commission on 30
June 1999. Deputy Executive Chairman Charles A.
Duelfer (U.S.) served as officer-in-charge until UN-
MOVIC was established. On 17 December 1999, the
Security Council adopted Resolution 1284 replacing
UNSCOM with UNMOVIC.

ii. UNSC Military Staff Committee:

Under Article 47 of the UN Charter, this committee
can potentially advise and assist the Security Council
on the maintenance of international peace and securi-
ty, and on the regulation of armaments and possible
disarmament. The committee has, however, never
been constituted.

List of sanctions relating to nonpro-
liferation and disarmament:

[Back to Top]

Resolution 1887 (2009), maintenance of international
peace and security: Nuclear non-proliferation and
nuclear disarmament

Somalia

Resolution 733 (1992), general and complete arms
embargo on Somalia;

Resolution 751 (1992), an arms embargo on Somalia;

Resolution 1356 (2001), exceptions to the arms em-
bargo on Somalia;

Resolution 1725 (2006), exceptions to the arms em-
bargo on Somalia;

Resolution 1744 (2007), exceptions to the arms em-
bargo on Somalia;

Resolution 1844 (2008), individual targeted sanctions
(travel ban, assets freeze) on Somalia;

Resolution 1846 (2008), exemption to the arms em-
bargo for efforts to combat piracy off the coast of
Somalia;

Resolution 1851 (2008), additional exemptions on
arms embargo for efforts to combat piracy off the
coast of Somalia;

Sierra Leone

Resolution 1132 (1997), an arms embargo on Sierra
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Leone;

Resolution 1171 (1998), an arms embargo on non-
state actors and a travel ban in Sierra Leone;

Al-Qaida and the Taliban

Resolution 1267 (1999), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on Al-Qaida and the Taliban;

Resolution 1333 (2000), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1390 (2002), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1455 (2003), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1526 (2004), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1617 (2005), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1735 (2006), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Resolution 1822 (2008), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on any individual or entity as-
sociated with Al-Qaida, Usama bin Laden and/or the
Taliban;

Irag

Resolution 1483 (2003), assets freeze and transfer
measures on individuals and entities in Iraq

Resolution 1518 (2003), an arms embargo and finan-
cial sanctions on specific individuals and entities in
Iraq;

lran

Resolution 1737 (2006), a proliferation-sensitive em-
bargo on designated persons and entities in Iran;

Resolution 1747 (2007), a proliferation-sensitive nuc-
lear and ballistic missile programs-related embargo,

an export ban on arms, a travel ban, a travel notifica-
tion requirement, and an assets freeze in Iran;

Resolution 1803 (2008), a proliferation-sensitive nuc-
lear and ballistic missile programs-related embargo,
an export ban on arms, a travel ban, a travel notifica-
tion requirement, and an assets freeze in Iran;

Democractic People’s Republic of Korea

Resolution 1493 (2003), an arms embargo on all for-
eign and Congolese armed groups and militias oper-
ating in the territory of North and South Kivu and
Ituri, and on groups not party to the Global and All-
inclusive agreement in the Democratic Republic of
the Congo (DRC)

Resolution 1718 (2006), an arms embargo, assets
freeze, and travel ban on the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea (DPRK);

Resolution 1874 (2009), an arms embargo, a ban on
the export of luxury goods to the DPRK, a travel ban,
an assets freeze, and nuclear, ballistic missiles and
other WMD programs-related embargo in the De-
pomcratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK)

Cote d'lvoire

Resolution 1572 (2004), an arms embargo on Cote
d’lvoire;

Resolution 1584 (2005), an arms embargo, travel
ban, assets freeze, and diamond sanctions on Cote
d'lvoire;

Resolution 1643 (2005), an arms embargo, travel
ban, assets freeze, and diamond sanctions on Cote
d'lvoire;

Resolution 1842 (2008), renewal of sanctions regime
for Cote d'lvoire;

Democratic Republic of the Congo

Resolution 1533 (2004), extended arms embargo
scope to entire DRC territory, targeted sanctions (tra-
vel ban, assets freeze) on The Democratic Republic
of the Congo;

Resolutio 1596 (2005), an arms embargo, travel ban,
assets freeze, and criteria for designation by Sanc-
tions Committee on the Democratic Republic of the
Congo;

Resolution 1649 (2005), an arms embargo, travel
ban, assets freeze, and criteria for designation by
Sanctions Committee on the Democratic Republic of
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the Congo;

Resolution 1698 (2006), an arms embargo, travel
ban, assets freeze, and criteria for designation by
Sanctions Committee on the Democratic Republic of
the Congo;

Resolution 1807 (2008), an arms embargo, travel
ban, assets freeze, and criteria for designation by
Sanctions Committee on the Democratic Republic of
the Congo;

Resolution 1857 (2008), arms modified and only ap-
plies to all non-governmental entities and individuals
operating in eastern Democratic Republic of the
Congo;

Liberia
Resolution 1521 (2003), an arms embargo on Liberia;

Resolution 1532 (2004), an arms embargo, travel
ban, and assets freeze on Liberia;

Resolution 1683 (2006), an arms embargo, travel
ban, and assets freeze on Liberia;

Resolution 1854 (2008), an arms embargo, travel
ban, and assets freeze on Liberia;

Sudan

Resolution 1556 (2004), an arms embargo on all non-
governmental entities and individuals operating the
states of North Darfur, South Darfur, and West Dar-
fur, Sudan

Resolution 1591 (2005), strengthened arms embargo,
adopted assets freeze and travel ban on the Sudan;
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