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Letter from the Secretary-General 

Most distinguished participants, 

If you are reading this letter, I am more than happy to announce that the Şahinkaya MUN 

team has achieved every single objective that it had put forward when founding this society 

in 2012. On behalf of the most honorable Deputy Secretary-General Mr. Eren Mermer, 

Director-General Ms. Bilge Derin and Deputy Director-General Ms. Derin Aydın, it is an 

overwhelming honor for me to welcome you to the Şahinkaya Model United Nations 2019. 

As the Secretary-General of the sixth edition of the Şahinkaya Model United Nations 

conference, I have been endowed with the honor of this position in order to serve you and 

create the most esteemed Academic Team, so that you the participants will leave with an 

unforgettable experience. With my friends and colleagues, we have always looked for 

greatness and academic sufficiency. Our main purpose in Model United Nations is to guide 

you in your journey to acquire a diplomatic perspective in your future careers, all while 

experiencing an entertaining conference. 

In this edition of Şahinkaya MUN 2019, United States Senate will simulate Obama 

Administration’s first 100 days in the office. Şahinkaya Model United Nations 2019 offers 

you a new diplomatic perspective to current and historical global issues with challenging 

events and instant crises. Agenda items range from the chronic issues that the world has been 

fighting for decades. As a consequence of the agenda items being so important and relevant, 

the Secretariat expects all of the participants to read this document intensively, prepare 

thoroughly in advance, and understand their given countries’ point of view. 

In the end, I would like to thank my Academic team, Organization Team, PR and Press Teams 

for their cooperation and their relentless support in making this conference unforgettable for 

delegates, committee directors, and observers alike. 

With respects and regards, 

Gökhan Şeheri 

Secretary-General of Şahinkaya Model United Nations 2019 



Letter from the Under-Secretaries-General 

Esteemed Senators of the United States Senate, 

As the Under-Secretaries-General responsible for this committee, we would like to extend 

our warmest welcomes to all of our participants. It is with utmost pleasure that we welcome 

you to the 6th annual session of Şahinkaya Model United Nations Conference, and we hope 

that this experience will not only be intellectually stimulating, but also thoroughly enjoyable 

for everyone.  

The United States Senate has a long and proud history of standing at the forefront of reform, 

not only in the United States, but also in the world. Hundreds of years of tradition, debate, 

twists, and turns have manifest themselves in this institution. We as the Under-Secretary 

Generals wish that you will respect the weight of this hallowed institution in your 

preparations for this committee. This means that you will do thorough research on the senator 

you have been assigned not simply on party lines but as an individual. Each senator acts on 

his accord and each senator must keep in mind the interests of his voters, donors, and 

ofcourse, his or her own conscience. This study guide is simply what its name suggests. It is a 

guide for your research. It cannot be the entirety of your research, but rather a small fraction 

of your independent research--please keep this in mind. 

We would like to thank our wonderful assistant Mr. Ömer Faruk Yüksel for the amazing work 

he has put in for this study guide and the preparations he has put in for this committee. 

Finally, we would like to thank Mr. Gökhan Şeheri for granting us the amazing opportunity of 

being a part of this amazing conference and for their endless support. 

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate from asking us.  

You can contact us directly: 99.jhan@gmail.com or from omerfarukyuksel@outlook.com.tr 

Best regards, 

Ju Young Han and Barış Kahraman  

Under-Secretaries-General responsible for the United States Senate 

mailto:99.jhan@gmail.com
mailto:omerfarukyuksel@outlook.com.tr
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I.                   Introduction to the Committee 

a.      History of the United States Senate 

Even though the U.S. Senate has 

its roots back to 1789, it was not 

part of the original unicameral 

legislature organ established by 

the Founding Fathers. At first, the 

Founding Fathers drafted a 

document called the Articles of 

Confederation. The Articles 

created a unicameral Congress and the Supreme Court in order to sustain the country which 

had just gained its independence. The first Congress -which was only containing one solid 

organ- had wide-ranging powers that included the authority to declare war and sign and 

negotiate treaties between multiple states. Other governmental functions, such as collection 

of taxes, were left to the states. This Congress members was elected by each of the states, 

which were represented equally. However, it soon became clear that this type of government 

legislature did not provide adequate “balance acts and decisions”  against potential abuse of 

power and increasing corruption in the government. In order to deal with the issue the 

Founding Fathers took a step back and decided to separate the powers by adding the 

amendments to the U.S. Constitution and created a bicameral legislature. The Constitution 

established the two houses of Congress, the Senate featuring two members from each state 

that are represented equally and the House of Representatives made up of varying members 

from each state, based on population. 

b.      Operative Structure of United States Senate 

The United States Senate is the upper house of the legislative branch of the federal 

government of the United States of America, with the House of Representatives referred to as 

the lower house. But in the United States, the terms are dating back to a time in the 1780s 

when the Senate and House of Representatives are located in the upper and the lower floors 

of the Federal Hall. The Senate and House of Representatives actually have roughly the same 



amount of power in the U.S. government. In fact, both houses of Congress must approve 

identical pieces of legislation—known as bills—in order for them to become law. Each state 

elects two senators for six-year terms. The terms of nearly about one-third of the Senate 

members’ membership expire every two years, earning the chamber the nickname “the house 

that never dies.” The Founding Fathers established the House of Representatives to focus on 

more pressing and local uncomplex matters, but the Senate was for more complex and for 

crises that affects all the country due to Senate’s role of being an opportunity for all the states 

to be represented adequately. But with time, these two institutions started two exchange the 

power and equalise the amount of power that they share. Today they, nearly have the same 

power that serves different purposes.The U.S. Senate has various types of functions and 

authorities such as: supervision of treaties, expulsion of its own members, impeachments 

against government officials (including the president itself), investigations and etc. In this 

conference due to the lack of the U.S. House of Representatives, the U.S. Senate will have 

the authority of nearly both the House of Representatives and the U.S. Senate and the 

Secretariat will assume the roles of both the House of Representatives and the United States 

President which means the Senate will pass bills and the Secretariat will enact those bills into 

laws. 

II. Parties’ Role on Agenda 

The topics that are going to be discussed by the Senate are some of the most controversial 

agendas that United States Senate has ever seen. The two parties of the Senate -Democrat, 

Republican parties- will need to come up with competent bills that not only resolve these 

issues but are also bicameral and bipartisan in nature.  

Due to policies of the parties the Democrats are expected to act as anti-war and peace 

supporters due to its liberalist and minority policies. According to the Democrats, the United 

State's efforts on war and aim to bring peace and democracy to the Middle-East is affecting 

both the United States economy and general attitude towards the U.S. Administrations badly. 

On the other hand, the Republicans are willing to support the United State’s efforts on both 

because of the that fact, the wars had started by George W. Bush during the time which the 



Republicans had the majority in both the United States Senate and the House of 

Representatives, and these efforts are seen by Republicans as a necessity to eliminate the 

threats whose very existence endanger the United States and her allies.  

III. Agenda Item: Obama Administration 2008 

a. The Politics of War throughout US History 

From the American Revolution and the fight towards independence, all the way to the 

ongoing wars in Yemen and Afghanistan, wars have always functioned as an event that have 

brought the American nation together. Whether it be the War of 1812, where the American 

national anthem was born, or the First and Second World Wars, where America cemented her 

place as the leading military and economic power of the world, wars were generally 

perceived by the public as important and necessary for the survival and strengthening of the 

Republic. Even “questionable” wars that did not seem to have a proper legal justification like 

the war against Mexico or perhaps even the Spanish-American War were hailed in the United 

States as these were overwhelming victories. However, this ideal began to change 

dramatically towards the 20th Century, as the human cost of war became very apparent--

especially in the Vietnam War. The popularization of the term “a rich man’s battle, a poor 

man’s war” shows us the large extent to which the public was dissatisfied with war, and many 

started viewing it as a cynical money-making conspiracy to enrich arms-manufacturers and 

score “political points”. The utter failure of the Vietnam War and the perception that the 

American public was lied to created a general sense of distrust leading up to the Iraq War and 

the War in Afghanistan. The American people always had a tendency to accept the reality of 

war if the political elites imposed it upon them, however, with the increasing media literacy 

of the American people, the rise of the 24-hour news cycle, and combative and polarized 

politics, the idea of war has become more of a “framing battle”, and is met with much more 

resistance in the United States.  



b. The Background of the Iraq War and the War in Afghanistan 

#  

Approval Rating of George W. Bush from April 2001 to January 2006. As time passes, and 

with growing economic uncertainty, his popularity falls. 

America had plenty of experience waging war in the Middle East and Central Asia even 

before George W. Bush’s presidency. The senior Bush, George H. W. Bush, had a history of 

joining the Gulf War and going to war with Saddam Hussein and his Baathist Regime after 

the decision of the latter  to invade Kuwait. The war was marketed as “Operation Desert 

Storm” to the American people as a war to expel an illegal invasion by the Baathist Regime, 

and while it wasn’t necessarily popular, it was seen as largely necessary by the public and the 

world. Ever since the Gulf War, the United States and Saddam Hussein’s Iraq had extremely 

tense relations. 

On September  11th, 2001, live images of the second plane crashing into the World Trade 

Center traumatised the American public, and United States national opinion coalesced around 

support towards the relatively newly elected George W. Bush. The threat of Al-Qaeda and 

Bin Laden was perceived as an imminent and existential threat, and national opinion quickly 

shifted in favor of a war. Although there was some resistance, a majority of Americans 

(including Democrats) supported the notion of a war and senators were under extreme 

pressure to declare war. The first declaration of war came towards Afghanistan. President 

Bush put full responsibility of the September 11 Attacks on the leader of Al-Qaeda, Osama 



Bin Laden, who was purported to be hiding in Afghanistan. With much popular support, the 

United States had two objectives with this war. The first objective was to eliminate Osama 

Bin Laden as an existential threat to the United States. Many Americans feared a reprisal of 

these attacks on United States soil and were anxious for Bin Laden to be neutralized in any 

way, shape, or form. The second objective was to overthrow the de facto government of 

Afghanistan, the Taliban government. Bush saw the Taliban as a terrorist group allied with 

Al-Qaeda, and when the de facto government of Afghanistan declined to extradite Osama Bin 

Laden, Bush decided to deploy American troops in Afghanistan. This declaration of war 

against Afghanistan was followed by shocking allegations that the Iraqi government had 

acquired WMD’s (Weapons of Mass Destruction). Although this turned out to be a blatant 

falsehood, major news networks such as CNN and FOX were filled with news reports about 

the existential threat that the Baathist Regime posed to the safety of Americans on the 

mainland. With another Middle Eastern situation going out of hand, George Bush linked the 

previous September 11 attacks on the Baathist regime as well, and put immense pressure on 

the House and the Senate to declare war on Iraq. Despite the fact that Bush was a Republican 

and the Senate was dominated by Democrats, Bush was able to have the Iraq War approved 

with a super majority in the Senate, on October 2002. However, as the war progressed on and 

on for years upon years, the general population became extremely frustrated with the process 

and the Bush administration’s inability to deal with domestic issues. This ended up escalating 

to the global economic disaster historians call the 2008 Financial Crisis.  

c. The Political Implications  

The Bush Administration’s rationale for instigating the war in Iraq faced lots of criticism 

from both the Democrats and the Republicans, and many still consider it to be the greatest 

foreign policy blunder in the history of the United States. After framing the war as an 

existential threat to the United States against terrorists, and that Saddam Hussein had 

acquired “weapons of mass destruction,” the war was seen as a necessity by a large part of 

the population. However, after it became abundantly clear that Saddam Hussein had not 

acquired weapons of mass destruction, the American people felt lied to, and many critics 

started to question the Bush administration’s motive for going to war. Alongside this, the 

2008 election brought to light the perceived mismanagement of the economy by the Bush 



administration, alongside extreme anger at the deaths and the financial costs of the Iraq War, 

George Bush and the Republican Party’s popularity fell to a disastrous 31%. Despite being a 

majority white nation of evangelical protestants, who tend to prefer one of their kind, Obama 

was able to snatch the Democratic nomination from Hillary Clinton by offering a new vision 

for America as opposed to the dynastic and “corrupt” politics represented by established 

politicians like Hillary Clinton. He went on to defeat John McCain in a landslide victory, 

winning 365 electoral votes out of 538, making history as the first African-American 

president. 

#  

Obama’s iconic “Hope” poster. Obama engaged with the youth through social media, and 

bolstered enthusiasm for his campaign by successfully painting himself as the candidate of 

“change”. This poster painted Obama not as an “African American President” but as a 

president for Americans of all races and political beliefs.  

However, this did not simply represent a change at the head of the executive branch. Obama’s 

landslide victory allowed Democratic senators and representatives to cruise into victory, 

allowing for a tenuous super-majority in both houses. Obama had campaigned to bring back 

all the troops, and in the case of Iraq, he made good on that promise. However, analysts are 

skeptical as to whether this was effective at all, as the power vacuum is purported to have 



allowed for groups like ISIS and Al-Qaeda to make a resurgence in the area. The same can be 

said for Afghanistan, where the situation has not improved itself substantially since 2001. 

d. The 2008 Financial Crisis 

i. Background of the Issue 

The 2008 Financial Crisis is mainly based on the exchange of mortgages. Before the 2000s, 

the inspections for getting a mortgage was really strict due to the needed safeness by the 

banks. The ones that have bad financial credit reports were not given any chance to have 

mortgages, because they were a source of risk of default. In the 2000s the investors were 

searching for safe and high return investments in the United States. The Federal Reserve’s, 

hereinafter referred to as Fed, decision to lower the interest rates to %1 in order to sustain the 

economy against Chinese impact and also the economists statements about how the mortgage 

in the housing sector would be a profitable and safe way to invest caused investors to throw 

all of their money into the U.S. housing market. After that, the banks of Wall Street started to 

sell their shares in the mortgages to the investors instead of third-party credit companies, in 

exchange for direct cash. With banks getting higher amounts of direct money, banks decided 

to lower the requirements for house credits and loans in order to get more and more 

mortgages to sell to the investors under the name of sub-prime mortgages. Due to lowering 

the requirements, the financially unqualified buyers started to buy high amounts of houses, 

which caused the extreme increase in the prices of houses. But this risky increase in the 

number of defaults caused an increase in the tension and also put banks into dire situations. In 

exchange for their defaults, the banks took the houses back as it was in the terms of the loan 

and credit agreements. With high supply and less demand, a breakdown happened in the 

balance of the housing sector, which resulted in an extreme decrease in the house prices. This 

event also caused safe buyers to start to leave their houses and payments to the banks. 

Because the amount they were agreed to pay was based on the houses’ former price. After 

that, the banks were left with no money to pay to the investors. Failure of the so-called “AAA 

quality investment” affected the trust of the investors to the United States market. Lack of 

investment meant a lack of trade and credits. With that, the stock market crashed. And the 

U.S. economy suddenly found itself in a disastrous recession. The biggest markets in Wall 

Street went bankrupt. The casualties in the United States included the entire investment 



banking industry, the biggest insurance company, the two enterprises chartered by the 

government to facilitate mortgage lending, the largest mortgage lender, the largest savings 

and loan, and two of the largest commercial banks. The effects of the crisis have been seen in 

all around the globe, affecting all of the economies because of the 1.5 trillion U.S. Dollars 

flowing in the Global Market during the crisis was happening. 

ii. Effects on The Senate in Terms of Decision-making and resources 

Unlike The Great Depression in 

1930, the Federal Reserve had a 

great role in the 2008 Financial 

Crisis. The Fed stepped in and 

offered to make emergency loans 

to banks. The idea was mainly 

based on preventing banks from 

collapsing because of a mountain 

of awaiting lenders. The Senate started  TARP (Troubled Assets Relief Programme) and 

earmarked a 700 billion U.S. Dollars to shore up the banks. But because of the distribution 

needed in many fields, the exact amount that was given to the banks was 250 billion U.S. 

Dollars which wasn’t enough for banks to recover. The Senate demanded the Fed to make 

stress tests on the Wall Street Banks and publish the results publicly in order to force risky 

banks to sustain themselves and do whatever is needed to end this. After four months of the 

crisis and many results by the Fed, the Senate passed an enormous stimulus package which 

was about 800 billion U.S. Dollars into the economy, in order to deeply reduce the effects of 

the crisis by new spendings and tax cuts. After one year, Congress enacted a financial 

reformed called the Dodd-Frank law as a precaution in order to increase transparency and 

prevent banks from taking so much risk. The law set up a consumer bureau in order to reduce 

predatory lending. The main cause of the crisis was a perverse incentive, the irony is that an 

event caused by having a negative affected and wrong intention based policy by creating 

another policy to stop the corruption caused by it. The event also caused moral hazard and 

opened the way to see statements as “Too big to fail”. That’s why there are no reached 

consensus about whether the law is enough to prevent a future financial or economic crisis. 



iii. Effects on War Efforts 

The effects of the 2008 Financial Crisis affected U.S. War Efforts too. Since the collapse in 

the U.S. stock market affected countries who were struggling with war during the crisis time 

all over the world. The output of goods and services produced by labour and property located 

in the United States decreased at an annual rate of approximately 6% in the fourth quarter of 

2008 and first quarter of 2009, versus activity in the year-ago periods. The U.S. 

unemployment rate increased to 10.1% by October 2009, the highest rate since 1983 and 

roughly twice the pre-crisis rate. According to the International Monetary Fund report the 

annual GDP of the U.S. decreased by %2.8. The U.S. government's annual increase in the 

Defense budget from the beginning of the Iraq War reversed and decreased when the crisis 

showed its true effects on the economy during 2009. The increase in the defence budget was 

nearly  %11.12 per year, but in 2009 the increase rate was %0.2 only. The event caused 

further delays in the military equipment and supplies to the U.S. Army which was currently in 

Iraq and Afghanistan fighting for democracy. Also slowed the military operations. 
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