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Letter from the Director 

June 15th 

Dear Delegates, 

It is my pleasure and honour to welcome you to Inventure Model United Nations 2019, held on 

the 14th and 15th of June. I hope this conference will provide each of you with the perfect 

environment and experience. I want the MUN to be a collection of ideas and critical thinking, 

mixed in with politics and foreign policy. After days of research, thinking, collecting data and 

more, this will be a test of skills beyond what you prepared for, it is a test of your resolve, how 

well you manage under pressure, how to deal with people and how to get what you want. It will 

not be easy. You will each be held to the highest of standards, as you face your most difficult 

challenge yet, in the most difficult, dangerous and elite committee, the United Nations Security 

Council. Get through it, and it will leave you with certain skills and understandings that you can 

use for the rest of your life, such as negotiation, research, cooperation, collaboration, writing, and 

confidence. It will teach you a lot about trust and teamwork. No form of progress is only because 

of one person. 

 

We additionally trust that in the meeting you get familiar with the world. MUN gives us an open 

door for us to zoom out of our first individual lives and take a gander at the world on a 

significantly bigger scale. Model United Nations takes you over the world. It resembles voyaging 

a great many kilometers without physical locomotion. We plan to offer you the chance to find 

out about the world past where your very own experience would ever take you by changing you 

into the envoys of a great many individuals you have never met and assuming responsibility of 

their issues. 

 



 

This year, our committee will be tackling an age-old problem, a war for land which has been 

going on for over 80 years. We are proud to introduce this years agenda to be the Ownership of 

the South China Sea. The objective of the committee is to come to a solution to this problem. As 

delegates you will be expected to negotiate within yourselves and present an incredibly detailed 

resolution covering every single aspect of how this problem will be solved. 

I hope you find this experience very enjoyable, engage and work with people you have never 

worked with before, rise to the challenge and put your 100% into making this committee live up 

to its name. On behalf of the Executive Board and the Secretariat, we cannot wait to attack these 

issues with you. 

 

Sincerely, 

Vihaan Ravishankar 

Director of the United Nations Security Council 
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Introduction to the Committee  

 

The United Nations Security Council is the foremost of six organs of the United Nations tasked 

with the maintenance of international security and peace, the approval of any changes made to 

the UN Charter, accepting new members into the United Nations and recommending new 

appointments for the position of Secretary-General. Created on 24 October 1945 along with the 

other principal organs of the UN (following the ratification of the Charter), it met for the first 

time on 17 January 1946 in Westminster. Since then it has effectively maintained the balance of 

peace throughout the international community, especially following the conclusion of the Cold 

War in 1991. Notable interventions of the Security Council include Resolution 242 to end the 

events of the Six-Day War between Israel, Jordan, Egypt and Syria; the authorization of a US-led 

coalition in 1991 to counter the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait on the same day and the approval of the 

non-Proliferation Treaty involving traditional rivals such as Iran and Israel.  

 



 

 

It is widely accepted that the Security Council is the most powerful UN committee currently in 

existence as member states are required under Article 25 of the UN Charter to carry out the 

decisions made by the Council. However, the Security Council obligates member states to settle 

any dispute by peaceful means as far as possible, in a manner such that the balance of peace is 

not endangered. While peaceful settlements are encouraged, the Council may, in some cases, 

authorize the utilization of military force by a coalition of member states or by a regional 

organization. The Council may convene at any time, whenever peace is threatened. It plays a 

pivotal role in the implementation of collective security as defined by the Charter, which 

authorizes it to investigate any situation threatening international peace, provide possible 

procedures for peaceful resolution of any conflict; call upon other member nations to interrupt 

economic relations and communications, be it by sea or air, or to end sever diplomatic relations; 

and enforce its decisions militarily if necessary. 

 

Normally the Council is comprised of 15 member states, five of which - China, France, the 

Russian Federation, the United Kingdom, and the United States - are permanent members, 

carrying the critically important ‘veto’ - a decision cannot be made if there is a no vote, or veto, 

by a permanent member. However, it is also notable that if a permanent member does not fully 

agree with a proposed resolution but does not wish to cast a veto, it has been a long-standing 

practice that it may choose to abstain (i.e., decline to vote), thus allowing the resolution to be  

 



 

adopted if it obtains the required number of votes. The other 10 members are elected by the 

General Assembly on two-year terms.  

Currently, the Security Council is composed of the five permanent members along with Belgium, 

Côte d’Ivoire, the Dominican Republic, Equatorial Guinea, Germany, Indonesia, Kuwait, Peru, 

Poland and South Africa. A State which is a Member of the United Nations but not of the 

Security Council may participate, without a vote, in its discussions when the Council considers 

that country's interests are affected. Both Members and non-members of the United Nations, if 

they are parties to a dispute being considered by the Council, may be invited to take part, without 

a vote, in the Council's discussions; the Council sets the conditions for participation by a 

non-member State. 

  

 



 

 

Introduction to Dispute 

 

 

Encompassing an area of 3,500,000 square kilometers, the South China Sea is known to have 

incredible strategic and financial value, with the value of the trade passing through the route set 

at around $3.37 trillion in 2016, making it the second most used sea lane in the world. In fact, 

40% of global liquefied natural gas trade transited through the Sea in 2017; while 10 million 

barrels of crude oil is shipped through the Sea every day. Moreover, the Sea contains a vast  

 



 

 

plethora of natural gases beneath the surface: it has been suggested that it contains up to 213 

billion barrels of crude oil, with total hydrocarbon resources still under investigation.  

 

Meanwhile, natural gas resources have been estimated to total around 266 trillion cubic feet and 

make up about 60-70 percent of the region’s hydrocarbon resources. Indeed, most of the 

hydrocarbon fields explored in the exclusive economic zones (EEZs) of Brunei, Indonesia, 

Malaysia, Thailand, Vietnam, and the Philippines contain natural gas, not oil. In fact, one 

Chinese estimate for the entire South China Sea estimates natural gas reserves to be 2 quadrillion 

cubic feet, which would make it equal in resources to the nation of Qatar, which sits on the third 

largest reserves in the world. In addition, the Sea contains around one third of the world’s marine 

biodiversity, in addition to around 10% of the world’s catch (Major marine species include 

hairtail, chub mackerel, black scraper, anchovy, shrimps, crabs, and smaller fishes), and more 

than 50% of the fishing vessels in the world are estimated to operate in the region.  

 

For several decades the South China Sea has been a focal point of Asian aggression, rapidly 

developing into the very center of a geopolitical maelstrom fueled by the conflicting intentions of 

ASEAN powers including China, the Philippines, Taiwan, Vietnam, Malaysia and Brunei; with 

the conflagration also raising the interests of far-off, foreign superpowers such as the United 

States and Russia. Clashes have been frequent and tensions continue to simmer as all players  

 



 

 

involved refuse to relinquish their grasp on the area. Interests in the region are fuelled by its 

immense value financially and strategically, as mentioned above. Additionally, multiple 

claimants contend over issues of sovereignty not susceptible to easy legal resolution. Questions 

of territorial jurisdiction aside, many claimants have questionably attached a ‘symbolic worth’ to 

the archipelago of islands in the region, the root cause of which can be attributed to the inherent 

nationalism displayed by many of these powers. Moreover, larger powers use the dispute an 

excuse to jostle with rivals in the international community such as the United States and China. 

Of the six contenders, China has become the key player. It is the largest and most powerful 

disputant, and it has also advanced the most sweeping claims. Meanwhile, the United States, 

while not having any territorial disputes in the region, continues to campaign for the maintenance 

of the South China Sea as international waters and ensuring China does not exceed its EEZs by 

conducting ‘freedom of navigation’ exercises. The Philippines continue to oppose the actions of 

China through multiple accusatory measures taken and provocative movements into 

Chinese-claimed territories in the Sea.  

Note that the following sections will go into further detail regarding past conflicts and in-depth 

country stances.  

 

 

 



 

History of Dispute 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The source of the South China Sea Dispute can be traced back to the origins of World War 2, 

when Japan annexed three archipelagos in the Sea, the first aggressive act made in the region by 

any local powers. Tensions simmered following the conclusion of the war and the San Francisco  

 

Treaty, which failed to stipulate possession of the Spratly islands when Japan lost its title to them 

after defeat in the Second World War (art. 2 (f): ‘Japan renounces all right, title and claim to the 

Spratly Islands and to the Paracel Islands’). These conflicts continued into the 1970s as more  

 

 



 

 

regional players such as Taiwan, Vietnam and Malaysia began to stake their own claims to the 

region, and continue to this day. 

 

Timeline: 

1939: Japan invades the three archipelagos of the South China Sea, setting up military bases in 

the Paracels and the Spratly Islands. The local government and its residents flee the region. 

 

1945: The Republic of China, under Chiang-Kai Shek and backed by the United States, accepts 

the surrender of the Japanese garrisons in these two regions and declares them to be a part of the 

Guangdong Province. It soon establishes its own military control over these islands (Woody 

Island in the Paracels and the entirety of the Spratly Islands).  

 

1947: China draws up the Southern China Seas Island Location Map, establishing the Paracels 

and Spratlys as Chinese territory. 

 

1951: The San Francisco Treaty is signed, with Japan officially renouncing control over the 

Spratlys and the Paracels, although in reality its control had been lost years before the Treaty was 

officially declared. However, the ambiguity of the Treaty lay in the fact that possession of these 

islands remained officially undefined. 

 



 

 

1952: Taiwan occupies the largest island in the Spratlys, Taiping, which was originally territory 

claimed by France (as one of the Indochinese colonies), and developed by the Japanese during 

World War II as a submarine base. 

 

1954: The Geneva Accords mark the end of the First Indochina War, resulting in the formation 

of Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos. Vietnam was temporarily divided along the 17th Parallel (a 

circle of latitude), occupying all regions south of this demarcation. South Vietnam attempts to 

annex the Paracel Archipelago, but an armed retaliation by the Chinese causes the withdrawal of 

any formal claims over the territory. 

 

1969: The UN announces the discovery of oil under the sea floor in the region. 

 

1971: The Philippines stakes its claims to 5 islands near the Spratly, naming them ‘Kalayaan’.  

 

1974: A clash between South Vietnam and China after Vietnamese aggression in the Spratlys 

results in a resounding Chinese victory, expanding its control to the entire Paracel archipelago. 

 

1978: The Philippines reassert its claims to ‘Kalayaan’ and a majority of the Spratly Islands, 

calling for an EEZ of up to 200 nautical miles in any direction. 

 



 

 

1980: In Hanoi, a unified Vietnamese government staked claims to all islands in the South China 

Sea. Garrisons are moved into the Spratlys. 

 

1982: The Philippines ratifies the United Nations Convention on Laws of the Sea (UNCLOS), 

once again declaring all islands within its EEZ to be under its control. 

 

1983: Malaysia occupies 3 Spratly Islands. 

 

1986: Indonesia joins the list of countries that have ratified the UNCLOS. Later that year, 

Malaysia occupies two of the Spratly Islands. 

 

1988: China defeats the Vietnamese Navy in a skirmish near the Johnson South Reef, killing 64 

young, unarmed Vietnamese in the Johnson South Reef Skirmish. 

 

2011: US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton shifts the United States’ focus to Asia. 

 

Feb 2012: Hong Lei, China’s foreign minister, moderates the claims made by the nine-dash line 

and states that no state has made claims to the entire South China Sea. 

 

 



 

 

March 2012: China detains 21 Vietnamese fishermen under the premise of illegal fishing in the 

Paracel Islands. 

 

April 2012: Off Scarborough Shoal, the Philippines discovers Chinese fishing vessels. The 

vessels contained large amounts of ‘illegally’ harvested coral and other sea life. The US and 

Philippines hold a joint military exercise during the ensuing stand-off. 

 

June 2012: Vietnam claims sovereignty over the Spratly and Paracel Islands. China gives the 

same islands ‘prefecture’ status. 

 

September 2012: The Philippines President Aquino renames their western territory ‘West 

Philippine Sea’. 

 

December 2013: Japan’s government purchases the Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands. Immediately after, 

China submits claims to the East China Sea to the UN.  

 

Jan 2013: The Philippines attempts to hold arbitration talks with China on their maritime claims 

in the South China Sea under the premise of the UNCLOS along with the International Tribunal  

 

 



 

 

for the Law of the Sea. The negotiation offer, to take place at the Hague, is turned down by 

China. 

 

November 2013: China announces an air defence identification zone surrounding the 

Senkaku/Diaoyu Islands. This gives them the right to monitor and intercept any aircraft it finds 

within the zone. The US flies two jets through the airspace shortly afterwards.  

 

May 2014: China sets up an oil rig in disputed waters. Shortly afterwards, Chinese and 

Vietnamese vessels clash in the Sea, with one Vietnamese boat sinking after ‘being rammed into’ 

by its Chinese counterpart. 

 

December 2014: The United States releases a report stating that China’s 9-Dash-Line is not in 

accordance with international maritime law.  

 

October 2015: The USS Lassen navigates up to 12 nautical miles of the Spratly Islands, marking 

the beginning of many American ‘Freedom of Navigation Operations’ (FONOPS). 

 

 

 

 



 

 

March 2016: Chinese fishermen are placed under Indonesian custody, after an alleged 

infringement of Indonesian territory and illegal fishing. The trawler is soon set free after being 

rammed by a Chinese coast guard boat. 

 

June 2016: A tribunal of the Permanent Court of Arbitration officially rejects the Chinese 

Nine-Dash-Line, stating that it has no legal basis. Beijing rejects the ruling of the tribunal. 

 

July 2016: Julie Bishop receives criticism over comments on China’s actions after the ruling. 

 

August-September 2016: China develops military infrastructure on disputed islands. Vietnam 

militarises navy further. At G20, Obama warns Beijing not to take ‘an aggressive route’. 

Australia risks cold war when issuing statements over the South China Sea, specifically China’s 

incompetence to follow the ruling. 

 

November-October 2016: China and Malaysia agree on military cooperation in the South China 

Sea. The Philippines calls for the removal of American troops and Australia plans naval patrols 

in cooperation with Indonesia. 

 

 



 

December 2016: China seizes a US military drone. Trump accuses China of an ‘unprecedented’ 

act. China returns the drone. China moves ships near Taiwan as a show of force. Philippines to 

set aside the tribunal ruling. 

 

January 2017: Rising tensions between US and China. Julie Bishop requests the US not to retreat 

from the Indo-Pacific region. Rex Tillerson is reprimanded for his views by the Australian 

President. Amid these tensions, Taiwan continues military drills and exercises. 

 

February 2017: Just as Indonesia’s ties with Australia were developing, they find the rise of 

Australia’s One Nation party a detriment with their anti-Islamic proposals. China finishes 

building the hangars which could house jets, missiles. 

 

March 2017: China warns Australia over an impending cold war given the stance they have 

taken. Trump to meet Xi Jinping to hold talks for the first time in person. 

 

April-May 2017: China launches aircraft carrier. Beijing’s warning leads to Duterte canceling 

visit to disputed island. US warship spotted within 12-miles of a Chinese claimed island. China 

receives criticism over rough interception of a radiation monitoring aircraft. 

 

 

 



 

 

June-July 2017: Washington places sanctions on Chinese financial institution and provides arms 

to Taiwan. Sam Dastyari allegedly receives threats but holds a firm stance. Britain to send 

‘colossal’ aircraft carriers to the South China Sea. China angered by lingering US presence in the 

region. 

 

August 2017: China requests USS McCain to turn away from the Spratly Islands 10 times in the 

span of a few days. 

 

September-November 2017: Beijing describes the South China Sea as a ‘slow-moving crisis’. 

 

January 2018: Penny Wong criticizes US and UK over decisions such as Brexit and withdrawal 

from trade deals. 

 

May 2018: China uses hangars to store jets capable of nuclear strikes. 

 

July-August 2018: China expands bomber training. The UK to send aircraft carriers to assist 

Australian navy. 

 

September-October 2018: HMS Albion sails close to Paracel islands in freedom of navigation 

exercise. China criticizes UK and US, deeming UK ‘Washington’s sharksucker’. 

 

March-April 2019: The US pledges to protect the Philippines from armed attacks from China. 

Duterte warns Beijing of suicide missions to protect Pag-asa island.  

  

 



 

 

Major Instances 

1939-1941: Japanese annexation of South China Sea Islands 

 

 

 

After claiming exclusive rights over several South China Sea archipelagos, Japan occupies the 

Pratas Islands on September 3, 1937. Japan claims that the islands were previously Chinese 

territory and that Japan is at war with China following the disputes in Manchuria in 1931 and the 

Marco Polo Bridge Incident of July 1937—a battle between the Republic of China’s National  

 



 

 

Revolutionary Army and the Japanese Imperial Army—which officially marks the Japanese 

invasion of China. 

 The backlash from the international community is weak, and Japan continues its expansion as its 

Imperial Japanese Navy (IJN) lands on the Spratly Islands in December 1938. Japan renames the 

Spratly Islands ‘Shinnan Shoto’ (New Southern Islands) and places them under the 

Governor-General of Formosa. Later, the IJN establishes a seaplane base and a submarine base at 

Itu Aba (Nagashima -’Long Island’), the largest of the Spratly Islands. The Island of Hainan is 

invaded in February 1939. On 4 April 1939, the IJN invades the Paracel Islands and declares the 

islands as a Japanese Protectorate. The local government, along with many local residents of the 

area, escapes to Australia. Following a successful invasion, Japan sets up military bases on 

Woody Island, the Paracels, and Itu Aba in the Spratlys. 

 Note that Japan’s military foray into the South China Sea takes place during a decade in which 

France’s Indochina forces have also been present in the area, surveying the islands in the early 

1930s and occupying the Paracels in 1938.  

  

 



 

 

1946: Chinese Reoccupation 

 

 

 

Following the creation of its very own Nine-Dash Line, which demarcated Chinese claims to the 

Sea, China (then the ‘Republic of China’, not to be confused with present-day Taiwan under the 

same name) began to advance militarily into the region. By November 1946, the RoC navy 

included 41 older Chinese ships plus 82 transferred from the US and 9 from the UK. The vast 

majority were small patrol boats and landing craft but a few were large enough to make the 

journey to the archipelagos. Bad weather delayed the expeditions but after it passed, one group 

of ships, including the minesweeper Yongxing (formerly the USS Embattle) and the Zhongjian  

 



 

 

(formerly LST-716) and the Fubo, sailed to Woody Island in the Paracels, arriving on 24 

November. Another, including the Taiping (formerly the USS Decker) and Zhongye (formerly 

LST-1056), sailed to Itu Aba, arriving on 12 December. For the first time in recorded history, a 

Chinese official set foot on one of the Spratly islands.  

This conquest took place took place parallel to a period of French interest in the region, resulting 

in a ‘race’ of sorts between the two powers to annex territory in the region. French ships arrived 

at many key islands such as Itu Aba only weeks after the Chinese, and attempted to force 

Chinese ships out of the region through intimidation tactics, claiming their 1933 unopposed 

annexation of the region as grounds for a territorial reclamation. This objective failed and the 

RoC forces remained.  

 



 

 

1974: Battle of the Paracels 

 

 

On January 16, 1974, the Republic of Vietnam Navy (RVN) discovered the presence of the 

Chinese People’s Liberation Army (PLA) in the Crescent Group in the western Paracel Islands, 

which was held by South Vietnam. This was an unexpected development, because 

notwithstanding the reduced U.S. military assistance to Saigon after the signing of the Paris 

Peace Accords in 1973, and subsequent reduction of South Vietnamese garrisons on the islands, 

the Chinese had not taken unilateral actions to subvert the status-quo – by which the Amphitrite 

Group in the eastern Paracels and the Crescent Group were respectively under Chinese and South 

Vietnamese control. 

 

 



 

 

For two days, the opposing naval forces engaged in close-proximity, provocative maneuvers. On 

January 18 a firefight breaks out as South Vietnamese troops attempt to reclaim Duncan Island. 

A heavy escalation followed as the PLA brought in heavy reinforcements including close air 

support staged from nearby Hainan Island and missile-armed Hainan-class patrol vessels. Short 

of American naval support, given that the U.S. Navy Seventh Fleet was then scaling down its 

presence in the South China Sea following the peace accords of 1973, the RVN was utterly 

defeated. Beijing swiftly exploited the naval victory with an amphibious landing in force to 

complete its control of all the Paracel Islands. 36 soldiers were killed and South Vietnam ended 

by occupying six of the Spratly Islands. 

  

 



 

 

1988: Johnson South Reef Skirmish 

 

 

 

The claims made by China and Vietnam differ greatly; therefore each assertion will be explored 

individually in further detail. 

 

Chinese account: 

On 13 March, the Chinese vessel Nanchong detected the People's Army of Vietnam (PAVN) 

armed naval transport HQ-604 heading toward Johnson South Reef, transport HQ-605 heading 

toward Lansdowne Reef, and landing craft HQ-505 heading toward Collins Reef in a 

simultaneous three-pronged intrusion upon the disputed reefs. At 0730 hours, Vietnamese forces  

 



 

 

attempted to erect the Vietnamese flag on the reef. Subsequently, Vietnamese transport HQ-604 

opened fire on the Chinese vessels. The People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) forces and the 

frigate Nanchong counter-attacked at 0847 hours. Transport HQ-604 was set ablaze and sunk. At 

0915 hours, the frigate Xiangtan arrived at Lansdowne Reef and found that nine Vietnamese 

marines from transport HQ-605 had already landed. The frigate Xiangtan then demanded that the 

Vietnamese withdraw from the reef. Instead, the Vietnamese opened fire. Following a brief firing 

period from both sides, HQ-605 was finally sunk. 

 

Vietnamese account: 

In January 1988, China sent a group of ships from Hainan to the southern part of the South China 

Sea. This included four ships, including three frigates, despatched to the north-west of the 

Spratly Islands. The four ships then began provoking and harassing the Vietnamese ships around 

Tizard Bank and the London Reefs. Vietnam believed this battle group intended to create a 

reason to ‘occupy the Spratly Islands in a preventive counter-strike’. 

In response, two transport ships from the Vietnamese Navy's 125th Naval Transport Brigade, 

HQ-604, and HQ-505, were mobilized. The vessels carried nearly 100 army officers and men to 

Johnson South Reef, Collins Reef and Lansdowne Reef in the Spratly Islands. On 14 March 

1988, as the soldiers from HQ-604 were moving construction materials to Johnson South Reef,  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Johnson_South_Reef_Skirmish#cite_note-info-14


 

 

the four Chinese ships arrived. The three Chinese frigates approached the reef, namely frigate 

502 Nanchong, frigate 556 Xiangtan and frigate 531 Yingtan. Chinese armed soldiers were 

landed on the reef, and PLAN frigates opened fire on the Vietnamese ships. Both the HQ-604 

armed transport and HQ-605 armed transport were sunk. HQ-505 armed transport was ordered to 

run aground on Collins reef to prevent the Chinese from taking it.  

Vietnamese soldiers then formed a circle on the reef in order to protect the Vietnamese flag. A 

skirmish ensued in which Chinese forces shot several Vietnamese soldiers to death, but were 

unable to recover the Vietnamese flag. PLAN frigates then opened fire on the Vietnamese 

defenders. When all Vietnamese soldiers had been killed or wounded, the Chinese occupied the 

reef and began building a bunker. 

 

 

 

  

 



 

 

June 2016: Permanent Court of Arbitration rejects Nine-Dash Line 

 

 

After the Republic of the Philippines invoked the compulsory settlement of dispute clause under 

the Law of the Sea Convention, by submitting a case to the Permanent Court of Arbitration in 

The Hague in its case against China over competing South China Sea claims in March 2014 

(with China refusing to participate in the arbitration) the results were released on 12 June 2016. 

The panel found that China’s claims of historic rights within the nine-dash line, which Beijing 

uses to demarcate its claims in the South China Sea, were without legal foundation. The panel  

 



 

 

also concluded that Beijing’s activities within the Philippines’ two-hundred-nautical-mile 

exclusive economic zone (EEZ), such as illegal fishing and environmentally ruinous artificial 

island construction, infringed on Manila’s sovereign rights. Moreover, the tribunal clarified that 

it would not ‘...rule on any question of sovereignty over land territory and would not delimit any 

maritime boundary between the Parties’. The tribunal also ruled that China has ‘no historical 

rights’ based on the Nine-Dash Line map.  

  

 



 

 

Existing Solutions 

1. Credibility Warfare/Legitimacy Contest 

a. A system in which the accepted solution is the one whose logic satisfies the 

maximum number of stakeholders in the international community. Other factors 

such as how comprehensive and how convincing the owner of that solution is are 

also taken into consideration. 

b. With ASEAN lacking the capacity to facilitate such negotiations and enforce their 

implementation, the problem here would be ensuring the solution is respected by 

all stakeholders, even those in disagreement. 

2. Building a ‘Corridor of the Commons’ 

a. A safe passage for healthy trade 

b. Operates on Deng Xiaoping’s principle, ‘Set aside dispute and pursuit joint 

development.’ 

3. Sovereignty Condominium 

a. The territory is divided into sections, each sections co-owned by two or more 

countries. 

b. All penalties/reprimands will be in the form of economic (trade) sanctions on the 

state. 

 



 

Countries’ Positions 

China 

 

 

 

 

 

 

China, the largest and most powerful of the nations in the region, have proposed the infamous 

Nine-Dash line. As pictured above, it stretches from their working EEZ (as per the UNCLOS) 

down to Brunei’s coast. It is viewed as preposterous by the other states whose economic 

activities in the region would suffer if they were limited to less than the UNCLOS’ standard of 

200 nautical miles. As the South China Sea is rich in oil and natural gas, for China to claim 

majority of this which would otherwise belong to other states may be viewed as unfair. However, 

they are yet to take a firm stance but continue to perform economic activities much outside their 

EEZ but inside the boundaries of the nine-dash line. They have repeatedly stated their distaste in 

the United States’ involvement and lingering presence in the region. Xi Jinping continues to 

stress the fact that ‘China will not lose one inch of territory gained by their ancestors.  

 



 

United States of America 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

With a change in administration, the world's largest economy saw the implementation of a new 

approach to foreign policy and relations. The U.S. government has been firm with China, from 

trade sanctions to press statements almost taunting Beijing’s policy in the region. Only recently 

has Trump threatened to raise sanctions on nearly $200 billion of Chinese goods to a new 25%. 

U.S. intervention and presence in the South China Sea can be seen as either of two things. One 

possible motive is to limit trade and Chinese economic activity in the region in order to counter 

the economic and military threat that is currently being posed by the Chinese presence in the 

region; however, the truth could be simply what is being stated as Freedom Of Navigation 

Operations (FONOPS) in order to maintain an international line of communication and 

intelligence. As for the presence of battleships and aircraft carriers, the United States has always 

recognised The Philippines as an ally and their claims to islands such as Pag-asa as legitimate. In 

March of 2019, the United States even pledged to protect the Philippines from any future 

Chinese armed attacks, hinting at a move to a firmer stance against the perceived ‘growing 

Chinese threat to international security’ in the South China Sea.  

 



 

United Kingdom 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

With the order to send the HMS Albion to the South China Sea, China is everything but friendly 

with the British. The amphibious assault ship sailed inside the area demarcated in China’s 

excessive claims to the region but not within 12 nautical miles of the coast. In late February 2019 

Britain participated in a joint naval drill with the United States in the South China Sea in what is 

widely viewed as an attempt to boost their military presence in the hotly contested waters. 

Rumours have also arisen of a British base located in the South China Sea following Defense 

Minister Penny Mordaunt’s proposal for ‘military bases in Asia’ in January of this year; although 

Britain has not officially responded to these allegations. Peace talks and meetings have been 

delayed and tension between the two powers are rising. The UK has also been noted to have 

performed FONOPS in the Mischief, Subi and Fiery Cross Reefs in the Spratly islands in June 

2018.   

 



 

Russia 

 

 

 

 

 

One of the few countries in the dispute to be on China’s side, ever since 2016, Russia has been 

holding joint military exercises with China, while also providing arms in huge deals with not 

only China but also Vietnam. Since their withdrawal from Cam Ranh Bay, Russia has been 

rather inactive on the surface when concerned with the dispute but Putin’s interest in restricting 

and balancing American power cannot be undermined. Forced to take an ambivalent stance as 

their deals with China and Vietnam are hugely profitable, no strong movements have been made 

for or against any major stakeholders. However, notable action was taken in the East China Sea 

and areas near the Senkaku Islands back in 2016 when 3 Russian navy vessels were spotted in 

close proximity to the Islands. Their presence coincided with a transit made by a Chinese frigate. 

However, the statement issued by the ministry of foreign affairs is that Russia does not and will 

not take part in sovereignty disputes.  

 



 

France 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

As of June 2018, France began to plan air exercises and send warships to the South China Sea. 

This gesture was seen as an attempt to increase military presence in the region, as a counter to 

China’s build up of arms. One commanding officer stated that they use ‘every sensor allowed in 

international waters’ in order to gain intelligence on the islets in the region. In Europe, France 

and the UK are the only states to regularly send their navies to the South China Sea, France 

sending ships three to five times a year. President Emmanuel Macron believes in a need to 

protect the South China sea from ‘hegemony’ - a metaphor for the growing power and control of 

the Chinese. His predecessors, however,  more appreciated the trade and investment 

opportunities coming in from China. France has also been recently striking large military deals 

with India and Australia and plans to hold military exercises between the two countries. All of 

these contribute to an increasing friction, distrust and tension between the two states.  

 



 

Philippines 

 

The Philippines’ struggle against emerging superpower China can be seen as a long and arduous 

battle which has led to the trial of almost every possible solution. From arbitration to seeking 

justice at the Hague, Philippines has taken a diplomatic course to arrive at a peaceful resolution. 

Duterte has now stated that there is nothing they can do against China’s militarization of the 

region. However, backed by the military might of the USA, this state is one of the strongest 

contenders in the dispute. With international rulings and Annex VII of the UNCLOS in their 

favour, many could say that the Philippines have the upper hand. Among the disputed territories 

is the famous Pag-asa island. The population of island seems to favour the Philippines as a 

government but the Chinese are ignorant of these protests against their claim. However, one 

cannot deny the fact that it was under the Aquino government that the Chinese presence in the 

region grew this strong in the first place. To the world, Duterte’s defeated statements and 

demeanor gives the impression of a helpless nation, picking up China’s scraps.  

 



 

Questions a Resolution Must Answer 

1. How will the islands, reefs and banks of the South China Sea be divided and determined 

with each state’s approval and satisfaction? 

2. How can the fate of the Spratly and Paracel Islands in particular be decided and enforced 

such that all parties remain peaceful? 

3. How can a peaceful distribution of surrounding waters take place in accordance with each 

state’s maritime claims? 

4. What does a state do when its EEZ clashes with another's? 

5. How are the individual countries' EEZs being enforced and monitored? 

6. Is the Chinese ‘9-Dash Line’ a feasible and considerate claim over the South China Sea? 

7. How will the naming of each claimant’s region be determined? 

8. Is ‘freedom of navigation’ a problem inducer/solver (and to what extent) when tension is 

at an all-time high in a region? 

9. What repercussions will a state face for violating rulings based on international law at 

sea? 
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