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1. Abstract

This is a question of what repercussions chemical weapon usage in Syria from either side would have on the stability of the state and on the Arab World. It is also concerned with discerning what the best mode of action would be to contain the situation and prevent any further incidents of such nature.  Delegations are to use this paper as a guideline for their research and writing resolutions towards improving – and eventually stabilising- all political aspects that have suffered either as aftereffect or during the period of events.  This paper is an overview of the topic and so not suitable for policy research, detailed research should be made to fully understand the issue.

2. Description and definition of the issue

Syria has been developing chemical weapons since the 1970s, with its mass production beginning in the 1980s.  In September 2013 Syria joined the Chemical Weapons Convention and agreed to the destruction of its stockpile to be supervised and regulated by the Organisation for the Prohibition of Chemical Weapons. Syria did not meet the benchmarks of the agreement due to the  its failing to diminish its chemical weapons stockpile. On the 21st of August 2013 at 02:45 local time, nerve agent sarin was used in an attack on the Ghouta agricultural belt around Damascus. European countries and the US believe the attack has been done by the Syrian Army, though Russia and the Syrian officials point fingers at the opposition to the Assad Regime, as they believe that it was carried out to spark military intervention. Death tolls are estimated to be around 1300-2500 lives. 

3. Glossary of the Issue

Assad Regime: The Assad Regime (Ba'athist government) has stood for 44 years now. The unrest began in order to overthrow it, fuelled by the “Arab Spring” where many Arab countries took the steps towards a revolution. Until today, the regime still stands. It is believed that the Chemical weapons were launched by the military, which owes to the Assad Regime.

The Opposition: The Syrian Opposition consists of a scatter of groups and individuals calling for change. Groups include Islamic extremists like Al-Nusra Front, Syrian Islamic Liberation Front, Syrian Islamic Front, and Islamic Front. It also Includes more moderate groups such as the Coalition of Secular and Democratic Syrians, the Damascus Declaration and, but not limited to, the Syrian Democratic People's Party. The Assad Regime claims that the chemical attack at Ghouta was undertaken by such groups to ignite talks for a military intervention.

The United States of America, Germany, Israel, and the United Kingdom: These countries believe that the chemical attacks were, in fact, launched by the Syrian government. The USA and UK strongly believe in military intervention. However, their respective Congress and Parliament did vote against this solution. 

Russia: Russia has been the Syrian government’s backbone in the UN Security Council for 30 years or more; The Assad Regime has strong relations with Russia. Whenever some sort of resolution to end the civil war is raised in the UNSC, Russia vetoes it, not surprisingly. 

UN:  The UN has taken a neutral stance in the whole issue, though it heavily condemned the chemical attacks, whether by the government or by the opposition. The problem arises from the fact that many of the opposition groups, such as Al-Nusra Front, are classified as terrorists by the UN, though the UN clearly condemns the governments constant attacks on citizens.

4. Current Status:
 Today, no real solution has been taken towards ending chemical weapon usage in Syria. We are faced with a “Security Council Gridlock”. The government has received threats by Barak Obama, however, the American Congress has voted against any military intervention. He also received opposition from Russia. It is the same case with the opposition; if it was them that launched the attack, they still face no resistance from the outside to use it again.

5. Conclusion: 
It is up to the Delegates of the AL to find a solution to the issue that won’t face international opposition. We are in a tough situation where nothing will be done unless the solution finds this small range of entry, avoiding a Security Council Gridlock. 
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