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Letter from the Director 
 
Dear delegates, 
 
My name is Peter Jiang, and it is my absolute honour and privilege to be directing the 
Disarmament and International Security Committee at Canadian High Schools Model United 
Nations 2017. I am a grade 11 student, studying in the International Baccalaureate program at 
Semiahmoo Secondary School located in South Surrey. Caving under peer pressure in grade 9, 
I attended my first Model United Nations conference and found myself immersed in a whole 
new world where like-minded individuals could come together, and professionally and 
enthusiastically debate, and provide creative solutions to real world problems. Other than 
myself, you will be in the company of Julian Miller and Matthew Lau who will be serving as 
your chairs throughout the course of the conference. Their years of experience will no doubt 
provide a spectacular experience. 
 
The three of us look very forward to reading all your position papers and if I had any advice to 
give, it would be to write a position paper and put as much effort into it as you can. 
Personally, after having delegated and staffed more than 15 times, I can confidently say that I 
learn far more before the conference than during it. Putting the extra hours into learning 
everything you can about the topic will not only ensure excellent performance in the 
committee room, but it will give you lasting knowledge for the rest of your high school career. 
 
If you have any questions, comments, or concerns about the committee, topics, or the 
conference in general, please do not hesitate to contact any of your dais members over email 
or Facebook. 
 
Best of luck, 
 
Peter Jiang 
 
DISEC Director - CAHSMUN 2017  
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Committee Description 
 

The Disarmament and International Security Committee is the First Committee of the 
UN General Assemblies.  Its main focuses are on disarmament, global challenges and threats 
to peace that affect the international community, as well as to seek out solutions to the 
challenges in the international security regime. Established in 1946, it plays a critical role in 
maintaining local and international peace. Noteworthy topics discussed by the Disarmament 
and International Security Committee include nuclear proliferation in the middle east, the 
role of science and technology in international security, and of course, the demilitarization of 
the arctic, and the flow of firearms in the middle east. 

 
Every year, all 193 member states are welcome to attend and debate during the four to 

five week period after the UN General Assembly General Debate. The Disarmament and 
International Security Committee, like all general assemblies, have their sessions structured 
into three distinct stages: general debate, thematic discussion, and action on drafts.1 
Therefore, we strongly encourage our delegates to model committee sessions similarly, to 
ensure a comprehensive and organized conference. 

 
However, it is important to emphasize that the draft resolutions passed by the 

Disarmament and International Security Committee are recommendations to the 1member 
states to enact their own policies accordingly. Therefore, these policies passed by the 
committee are not legally binding and will not have an immediate impact or effect until 
implemented by the member states themselves. This is why DISEC often works very closely 
with the United Nations Security Council in order to ensure that their resolutions receive the 
appropriate attention they deserve.  
  

Topic I: Demilitarization of the Arctic 
Overview 
 

On the surface, the arctic may appear to be an unchanging, beautiful, and blue 
landscape found on dozens of National Geographic issues. Underneath, however there lies 
over a fifth of the world’s undiscovered fossil fuels, including 90 billion barrels of oil, and 47 
cubic metres of natural gas.2 Vast deposits of precious metals like gold, silver, and platinum 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
1 http://www.un.org/en/ga/first/!
2
!http://business.financialpost.com/news/energy/platform-free-oil-in-arctic-waters-within-striking-

distance?__lsa=b074-fd4e!
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are also common in the arctic.3 At the rate the world’s resources are depleting, many countries 
in the north look to the arctic as a viable way of sustaining the future. 

 
These countries include Canada, Russia, the United States, Norway, and Denmark as 

well as many others. In 1996, the Arctic Council was established to allow a method for these 
nations to meet and settle territorial disputes. However, as other countries like China, India, 
and Japan have begun to voice their desires to gain the oil, gas, and minerals in the arctic, it 
becomes a topic that needs to be addressed on the international level. 

 
 This issue is not only limited to political conflicts about sovereignty. Territorial 

disputes over resources have led to military advances. This area, known as the circumpolar 
north, has been an area of military conflict between states vying to protect their waters. 
Conflicts began during World War I and II when scientific work identified new methods of 
exploration. Conflicting theories often rise when countries decide how the metaphorical pie 
will be split: either there would be no national sovereignty in the Arctic, known as ‘res nullius’, 
or that every nation would have some territorial claim to the Arctic, termed ‘res communes’. 
Even in the latter case, there are many options that benefit many countries unfairly. Another 
issue is the environmental stability of the Arctic while militarization is taking place. 
Organizations such as the International Union for the Conservation of Nature (IUCN)4 have 
attempted to solve this problem by holding workshops with local, governmental, scientific, 
indigenous, and environmental experts and we have to yet to see substantial effects of this. 

 
Any resolution on this topic should encompass all of these issues and deal with them 

effectively and efficiently. The Arctic needs to be conserved, but at the same time, it has 
resources that would benefit all the nations. It is imperative that delegates find a solution that 
addresses every side of this multifaceted issue. 
 

Timeline 
1903 Canada sets up the North-West Mounted 

Police in the Yukon territory in an attempt 
to claim rights to the western Arctic.5 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
3 http://arctic.ru/resources/!
4 http://www.iucn.org/content/protection-measures-bering-strait-identified!
5 http://www.thecanadianencyclopedia.ca/en/article/royal-canadian-mounted-police/!
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February 20th, 1907 In order to protect Canada’s sovereignty in 
the Arctic, the Canadian senator drafted a 
resolution, which stated that the lands 
between Canada and the North Pole were 
under Canada’s control. 

July 1st, 1909 A plaque claims the Arctic Islands under 
Canada’s sovereignty. 

April 15th, 1926 The USSR made the Arctic Decree, a 
rebuke to the Canadian act of claiming 
territory of islands, and it stated that all 
lands between USSR and the Arctic were 
under the control of the USSR. 

December 17th, 1973 Canada and Denmark ratify a bilateral 
agreement on the delimitation of the 
continental shelf, but enters into force on 
13th March 1974. 

December 10th, 1982 The United Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) is signed and 
states are free to ratify the convention, as 
in order to be used, it must have 60 
signatures. 

November 16th, 1994 The UNCLOS comes into force, a 
document drafted from four previous 
conventions to set a framework for areas 
that are beyond a state’s jurisdiction. 

September 19th, 1996 The Arctic Council is formed from the 
Ottawa Declaration (1996).6 

December 20th, 2001 Russia submits an application to the 
Commission on the Limits of the 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
6 http://www.international.gc.ca/arctic-arctique/ottdec-decott.aspx?lang=eng!
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Continental Shelf (CLCS) claiming 
jurisdiction of the Lomonosov Ridge.7 

November 27th, 2006 Norway gives an application to the CLCS 
to extend its continental shelf to the Loop 
Hole in the Barents Sea, the Western 
Nansen Basin in the Arctic Ocean, and the 
Banana Hole in the Norwegian Sea. 

August 2nd, 2007 Russia places a deep-sea flag on the Arctic 
Lomonosov Ridge. 

May 28th, 2009 Ilulissat Declaration drafted after debate 
held in Greenland.8 

October 27th, 2010 The United Nations Environmental 
Programme publishes Protecting Arctic 
Biodiversity: Limitations and Strengths of 
Environmental Agreements. 

December 31st, 2012 Shell’s oil Conical Drilling Unit (CDU) 
runs aground during tow – 
environmentalists take this as evidence 
that oil companies should not be allowed 
to explore the Arctic.9 

December 6th, 2013 Canada submits an application to the 
CLCS claiming an area of around 1.2 
million square kilometers to be added to 
its east coast offshore boundaries.10 

December 15th, 2014 Denmark submits an application to the 
CLCS claiming an area of approximately 
900,000 square kilometers beyond the 
coast of Greenland.11 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
7 http://www.un.org/depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/submission_rus.htm!
8 http://www.oceanlaw.org/downloads/arctic/Ilulissat_Declaration.pdf!
9 http://www.cbc.ca/news/world/shell-drilling-rig-towed-after-running-aground-off-alaska-1.1385700!
10 http://www.un.org/depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/submission_can_70_2013.htm!
11 http://www.un.org/depts/los/clcs_new/submissions_files/submission_dnk_76_2014.htm!
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Historical Analysis 
 
The concept of militarizing the Arctic is a relatively new idea. Up until World War II, 

it was mainly used for transportation. Many explorers used this passage to trade and during 
World War II; it was used to transport supplies and troops through a sparsely populated and 
relatively neutral area. 

 
Even before any major wars, countries had already begun to make claims to the Arctic. 

In 1903, Canada had set up North West Mounted police in order to claim the Western Arctic. 
On February 20th 1907, Canada had gone so far as to even draft a resolution declaring that the 
lands between Canada and the North Pole were under Canada’s control. In the 1980’s during 
the Cold War, the Arctic Ocean had become an ideal location for intercontinental ballistic 
missiles (ICBMs), submarine launched ballistic missiles (SLBMs), and other strategic weapons 
that could be launched against North America, Europe, and Russia. World leaders fought for 
control over the Arctic, as the significant transportation advantage was valuable alone. Until 
1982 when the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea was signed, many countries 
placed flags and made plaques to establish their claims. The tension was so great that in 1996 
the Arctic Council12 was formed under the Ottawa Declaration to relieve it. To rebuke the 
threat of war, many major players have made their own preparations to establish their claims 
and defend their sovereignty. In other words, countries began to heavily militarize the Arctic 
Circle.  

 

The Lomonosov Ridge 
 

The Lomonosov Ridge Dispute is one of the more recent and more prominent disputes 
because it involves three Arctic states13. In the 2000’s, Russia submitted a claim stating that the 
Lomonosov Ridge, that reaches all the way to the North Pole, is actually an extension of the 
Eurasian continent, meaning that they can exercise sovereignty over it. The Danish14 and 
Canadians then made their own claims in 2013 and 2014 respectively that the ridge was an 
extension of their own continental shelves. Thorough research and investigations were made 
although ultimately, the initial Russian proposal was neither rejected nor approved, stating 
that further research was necessary. The United States has also stated that no state should have 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
12
!http://www.arctic7council.org/index.php/en/!

13
!

http://www.exploringgeopolitics.org/publication_efferink_van_leonhardt_arctic_geopolitics_russian_territor
ial_claims_unclos_lomonosov_ridge_exclusive_economic_zones_baselines_flag_planting_north_pole_na
vy/!
14
!http://www.bbc.com/news/world7europe730481309!
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sovereignty over the Lomonosov Ridge because it is an oceanic ridge and cannot be claimed 
by any state. 

 

The Bering Strait Dispute 
 
         After the United States had purchased Alaska from the Russian Empire, the maritime 
restriction at the time was only 3 nautical miles from the coastline15. With the introduction of 
the Exclusive Economic Zone in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, the 
border issue became a problem because neither party could produce the maps from the initial 
purchase from more than a century ago. It was agreed that the boundary was intended to be a 
straight line but it was unclear as to whether the map projection was Mercator or conformal16. 
The larger portion of the 15,000 square nautical mile disputed area was agreed to belong to 
the United States. As the United States Congress quickly ratified this resolution, the Soviet 
Union failed to ratify it before its collapse in 1991. The Russian Federation has not ratified it 
to this day. 
 

The Beaufort Sea Dispute 
 
         Two very strong allies, Canada and the United States, have disputed for centuries over 
the water borders of the Beaufort Sea, a small body of water north of Alaska and the Yukon 
Territory. This century long dispute was reignited in early 2016 when the United States had 
planned new oil and gas drilling leases in an area that belongs to Canada17. This area is around 
21,000 square kilometers, or about the size of Lake Ontario. In the past, the United States has 
proposed a resolution that would allow both states to use the area, but Canada has rejected it, 
recognizing the value of the resources in the area making a resolution very difficult to reach. 
 
The Northwest and Northeast Passage 
 
         These similar scenarios involve both the Russian Federation and Canada believing that 
they should maintain absolute sovereignty over their respective passages18. Canada demands 
that the United States should ask permission before traveling through their waters in the 
Northwest Passage but the US recognizes the passage as international waters. The Russian 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
15
!Kent,!H.!S.!K.!(1954).!"The!Historical!Origins!of!the!Three7Mile!Limit".!

16
!http://www.css.ethz.ch/content/dam/ethz/special7interest/gess/cis/center7for7securities7

studies/pdfs/RAD7207275.pdf!
17
!http://www.cbc.ca/news/canada/north/proposed7beaufort7licences7infringe7arctic7sovereignty7

1.3498469!
18
!http://www.discoveringthearctic.org.uk/1_northwest_northeast_passages.html!
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Federation views the Northeast Passage similarly as it is substantially beneficial as a trade 
route. 
 

The Hans Island Dispute 
 
         Hans Island is a tiny, uninhabited island about the size of 1.3 square kilometers named 
after notable Greenlandic Arctic traveler Hans Hendrik19. It is located in the Kennedy 
Channel which is an important route in the Northwest Passage. The present status of the 
island is still disputed leaving the future of many fishing grounds and access to the Northwest 
Passage in the air. The Danish flag has been planted multiple times on the Island throughout 
the decades to which Canada has formally protested every time. Both countries have used 
various maps to back up their claims to the small island. Although negotiations have begun in 
2012, the results are still inconclusive. A projected resolution is that the island will be split 
almost exactly in half.20 
  

Current Situation 
 

Military Presence 
 
All states understand the basic fact that, whoever possesses control of the Arctic region 

will decide the fate of its resources and role in the future. Although any foreign ships are not 
permitted in other coastal state waters except for continuous passage, aircrafts are still 
permitted. Using bombers, jets, and submarines, countries can still navigate the Arctic. Russia 
has recently finished equipping six new military bases throughout the Arctic in order to 
restore the military presence it had during the Cold War. These bases are located throughout 
Russia both on the country's northern shore and on the outlying islands around it. The 
locations have all the necessary materials and resources for long time deployment and 
training. Starting in 2016, Moscow plans to move hundreds of Russian military service men. 
In total, Russia plans on opening 10 Arctic search and rescue stations, 16 deep water ports, 13 
airfields, and 10 air-defense radar stations on top of its already staggering amount of military 
bases21. In other words, Russia is very focused on gaining control of the Arctic with its heavy 
militarization and aggressive territorial claims. In 2010, the continued exercise of Russian 
bombers became incredibly close to the Canadian airspace. In response, the Royal Canadian 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
19
!http://www.worldatlas.com/articles/hans7island7boundary7dispute7canada7denmark7territorial7

conflict.html!
20
!http://freehansisland.com/!

21
!http://www.businessinsider.com/chart7of7russias7militarization7of7arctic7201578!
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Air Force sent two fighter jets along with American and Danish forces in an exercise, 
“Operation Nanook 2010”, to train for disaster and sovereignty patrol.22 

 
However, Russia is not the only country interested in maintaining its Arctic 

sovereignty. Canada is also increasing its national interests and is upgrading its Arctic military 
too. Over the past fifteen years, Canada has been rebuilding its capacity to operate in the 
Arctic. Canada is in possession of 13 icebreakers and is in the process of producing around 7 
more patrol vessels. Canada also conducts tri-service military exercises three times per year 
alongside the US and Denmark. Notable Canadian military operations in the North that are 
worth researching include Operation Nanook23 and Operation Nunalivut24 

 
Denmark has also increased its military activity in the region too. Denmark has 

combined both the Faroes and Greenland Island Command to create the Arctic Command. 
Although its primary mission in peacetime is to maintain Danish sovereignty over Greenland 
and the Faroe Islands, it is also in charge of search and rescue, fishery inspections, and patient 
transfer, etc25. 

 
Norway, however, has recently taken actions to demilitarize their most northern 

regions in the Arctic Circle. In April 2016, Norway’s Defense Minister has proposed 
eliminating over 1,500 jobs and over 9 military bases all over Norway. This is in an effort to 
focus more resources on purchasing new F-35 fighter jets, new maritime patrol vessels, and 
new submarines. A new ranger company is expected to be added to the Border Guard on the 
Russian border. Overall, this demonstrates a trend in demilitarizing the Arctic Circle. Eriksen 
Søreide wrote in an article for the publication “Norges Forsvar” in January 2016: “we have to 
abandon the idea that a bigger defense on paper – and with lots of hardware in the garage, 
along the pier or in the hangar – is better than a smaller and sharper but truly operational 
force that can perform the tasks required of it. If we fail to do that, the Armed Forces will be 
unable to fulfill its most demanding missions.”26 

 
 
 
 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
22
!http://www.marketwired.com/press7release/operation7nanook7reaches7successful7conclusion7

1310796.htm!
23
!http://www.forces.gc.ca/en/operations7canada7north7america7recurring/op7nanook.page!

24
!http://www.forces.gc.ca/en/operations7canada7north7america7recurring/op7nunalivut.page!

25
!http://www2.forsvaret.dk/eng/Organisation/ArcticCommand/Pages/ArcticCommand.aspx!

26
!http://www.rcinet.ca/eye7on7the7arctic/2016/04/21/norwegian7military7faces7major7cuts/!
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Legality of the UNCLOS 
 
         In order for countries to properly utilize the wealth that is available in the Arctic, many 
conventions, treaties, and articles define the boundaries within which a state may fish, patrol, 
and in general, exercise their sovereignty. The principal convention that defines the Arctic 
legal framework is the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea. Although it has been 
mentioned several times before in this background guide, it is imperative that key terms and 
definitions are laid out for the efficiency of this committee. It is also important to note that all 
Arctic states have signed and ratified this agreement with the exception of the United States of 
America. 
 
Territorial Seas 
 

As outlined in articles 2 and 3 of Part II of the UNCLOS, Territorial Seas are, “The 
sovereignty of a coastal State extends, beyond its land territory and internal waters and, in the 
case of an archipelagic State, its archipelagic waters, to an adjacent belt of sea, described as the 
territorial sea…This sovereignty extends to the air space over the territorial sea as well as to its 
bed and subsoil…The sovereignty over the territorial sea is exercised subject to this 
Convention and to other rules of international law…Every State has the right to establish the 
breadth of its territorial sea up to a limit not exceeding 12 nautical miles, measured from 
baselines determined in accordance with this Convention.”27 In other words the Territorial 
seas are an area extending 12 nautical miles from the baseline where coastal states may 
exercise complete sovereignty over. 
 
Innocent Passage 
 

“Subject to this Convention, ships of all States, whether coastal or land-locked, enjoy 
the right of innocent passage through the territorial seas... Passage of a foreign ship shall be 
considered to be prejudicial to the peace, good order or security of the coastal State if in the 
territorial sea it engages in any of the following activities…”28 In simpler words, countries are 
allowed to travel through coastal state’s territorial seas so long as the voyage is continuous and 
only stopping for emergencies. Therefore, activities like fishing, surveying, launching, landing, 
or taking off of any aircraft or military device, and military exercises are strictly prohibited. 
Submarines and other underwater vehicles are required to rise to the surface and show their 
flag. 
!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
27
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part2.htm!

28
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part2.htm!
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Contiguous Zone 
 

“In a zone contiguous to its territorial sea, described as the contiguous zone, the coastal 
State may exercise the control necessary to… prevent infringement of its customs, fiscal, 
immigration or sanitary laws and regulations within its territory or territorial sea;…The 
contiguous zone may not extend beyond 24 nautical miles from the baselines from which the 
breadth of the territorial sea is measured.”29 The contiguous zone is another 12 nautical mile 
boundary extending from the baseline that works similarly to the territorial seas. Within the 
contiguous zone, coastal states may punish violations for any of the aforementioned reasons. 
 
Exclusive Economic Zone 
 

“In the exclusive economic zone, the coastal State has: 
(a) Sovereign rights for the purpose of exploring and exploiting, conserving and managing the 
natural resources, whether living or non-living, of the waters superjacent to the seabed and of 
the seabed and its subsoil, and with regard to other activities for the economic exploitation 
and exploration of the zone, such as the production of energy from the water, currents and 
winds; 
(b) Jurisdiction as provided for in the relevant provisions of this Convention with regard to: 

(i) The establishment and use of artificial islands, installations and structures; 
(ii) Marine scientific research; 
(iii) The protection and preservation of the marine environment;”30 

Briefly put, the Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) is a 200 nautical mile extension from the 
baseline of a coastal state, within which the state can exercise the aforementioned rights, 
  
Continental Shelf 
  
“The continental shelf of a coastal State comprises the seabed and subsoil of the submarine 
areas that extend beyond its territorial sea throughout the natural prolongation of its land 
territory to the outer edge of the continental margin, or to a distance of 200 nautical miles 
from the baselines from which the breadth of the territorial sea is measured where the outer 
edge of the continental margin does not extend up to that distance.”31 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
29
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part2.htm!

30
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part5.htm!

31
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/part6.htm!
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The continental shelf does not include the deep sea or the deep sea bed. As many countries try 
to lay claims to continental shelves in the Arctic, its definition plays a large role within the 
scope of this debate. Although many definitions have been presented, it is strongly 
recommended that delegates read the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea itself. 

  

UN Involvement 
 

The United Nations has played a large role in shaping the political atmosphere of the 
Arctic conflict. This has happened in two ways: the creation of the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea, and the United Nations Commission on the Limits of the Continental 
Shelf32. The UNCLOS, as previously mentioned, is a legally binding document that provides 
the very legal framework for how Arctic nations should make claims and how they should 
govern their own oceans. The CLCS is the commission to which all territorial claims are 
submitted. Although it has been under heavy scrutiny and criticism in the past for being slow 
and ineffective in its rulings in regards to territorial disputes, it is still the organization that is 
in charge of approving all these claims. Notably, its authority was challenged when it did not 
accept or reject Russia’s 2001 Lomonosov Ridge claim. 

 
Besides these two bodies, DISEC, the first committee of the UN has discussed this issue 

multiple times in the past. The general consensus of the committee is that demilitarization is 
of priority and it is important that countries come together and cooperate in terms of 
environmental and scientific technological progress. 

 

Arctic Council 
The Arctic Council is an intergovernmental forum composed of member states and 

observer states. Naturally, only nations with territory within the Arctic Circle can gain 
member status in this council. These states include Canada, Denmark, Finland, Iceland, 
Norway, Russia, Sweden, and the United States. The 1996 the Ottawa Declaration established 
the Arctic Council as a method to address issues faced by Arctic governments and the people 
indigenous to the Arctic. There are also many observer states, who want to eventually gain 
access to the vast amount of resources in the Arctic. 

 
Because the Arctic Council is strictly forbidden from discussing militarization in the Arctic, it 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
32
!http://www.un.org/depts/los/clcs_new/clcs_home.htm!
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is limited to discussing territorial disputes, environmental protection, and the general 
cooperation, coordination, and interactions between the Arctic States.33 
  

Possible Solutions 
 
       One possible solution to this topic is an Arctic treaty with a similar structure to the 
Antarctic Treaty signed on December 1st, 195934. Many of the articles written in the Antarctic 
Treaty can be considered in a possible Arctic treaty. Things like the prohibition of military 
activities and the prohibition of nuclear explosions and disposal of radioactive waste are 
things that can be applied to the Arctic too. However, some Arctic nations are against a treaty 
like this because it does not allow them to exploit the vast resources and instead restricting 
them to scientific investigations and research. However, the incredible fragility of the situation 
in the Arctic and the escalation of military actions can lead to a very possible armed conflict. It 
would be in the best interest of the Arctic Council to maintain stability in the region. 
However, despite the fact that DISEC does not have the jurisdiction to pass or draft any 
treaties, the committee has the responsibility to decide whether a new Arctic Treaty could be a 
plausible or necessary solution. 
          

As the Disarmament and International Security Committee, it is essential that we try 
to prevent as many military conflicts and activities as possible. As the very purpose of this 
committee, it is expected that delegates can compromise to fulfill their foreign policy, and at 
the same time find ways to slow down, or bring a halt to Arctic militarization. Establishing the 
Arctic Circle as a Nuclear Weapons Free Zone would also aid in demilitarization. 
          

There are many other solutions to take into consideration. More power could be given 
to the Arctic Council in order to make them a mediator in disputes. Reforms could be made 
to the CLCS to improve efficiency. Although it is not the principal focus, to some degree, 
delegates should also address the environmental side of the topic. Another popular solution 
by many non-arctic states is to change the status of the Arctic Ocean to international waters, 
also known as res nullius. In a scenario like this, countries could use a portion of their 
generated revenue to ensure environmental protection of the region. This of course, would 
receive heavy opposition from aggressive Arctic states like Russia. Whatever it is, delegates 
should create a comprehensive resolution that wholly encompasses all aspects of this issue.  
  

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
33
!http://www.arctic7council.org/images/PDF_attachments/20157077

03_Arctic_Council_Backgrounder_PRINT_VERSION_NO_LINKS.pdf!
34
!http://www.ats.aq/e/ats.htm!
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Bloc Positions 
 

Canada 
 
Canada owns over 40% of the landmass within the Arctic making it an important 

player in this debate. Therefore, it focuses much of its efforts into militarizing the Arctic and 
protecting its national interests. Heavily concerned with its border disputes, Canada asserts its 
right to the Northwest Passage, as well as many other territorial disputes including but not 
limited to the Hans Island dispute and the Beaufort Sea dispute. Large training operations are 
being held and new patrol vessels are being produced. New warning systems are under 
development and being put in place. Canada still maintains good relations with most other 
Arctic states and plays a large role in the Arctic Council. It is not as concerned about 
petroleum exploration projects as the other Arctic 5 but they still remain active in Arctic 
affairs.  They also care about environmental protection and the indigenous people of the area 
as Canada is the home to almost 2 million Inuit people.35 

 
Denmark 

 
Denmark is the only Nordic country that is part of both the EU and NATO. Although 

they are not as focused on developing their military as other nations, they are still making 
heavy improvements to it, especially in terms of demilitarizing Arctic areas and strengthening 
its military in other ways. They are also involved in numerous Arctic disputes including the 
infamous Lomonosov Ridge dispute and the Hans Island dispute with Canada. Denmark 
published a Strategy Policy for the Arctic in 2011 stating that Denmark aims for “a peaceful, 
secure and safe Arctic with self-sustaining growth and development, with respect for the 
Arctic's fragile environment, in close cooperation with their internal partners.”36 Denmark 
itself is only involved in the Arctic because of the Faroe Islands and Greenland. 

 

Norway 
 
Norway is the only Scandinavian country that has direct access to the Arctic and 

because of this it regards the Arctic as its number one priority in foreign policy. The 
Norwegian Arctic focus is based primarily on maritime support, resource management and 
the environment. In 2010, the disputed area between Russia and Norway was successfully 

!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
35
!http://www.international.gc.ca/arctic7arctique/arctic_policy7canada7politique_arctique.aspx?lang=eng!

36
!http://www.geopoliticsnorth.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=category&id=40&Itemid=108!
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resolved. Norway seeks to maintain good relations with the Russian Federation as its main ally 
in the region. The Norwegian Arctic Policy focuses on: “International Cooperation in the 
area, a knowledge-based business sector, broad-based knowledge development, more reliable 
infrastructure and better preparedness and environmental protection”37. 

 

Russia 
 
Without a doubt, Russia has taken the most aggressive stance on Arctic militarization 

with the strongest military presence. Russia sees the Arctic of increasing importance to its 
security and economy as it seeks to exploit the resource rich territories in the Arctic. The 
Arctic itself produces around 11% of the Russian Federation’s GDP. It was the first country to 
submit a claim to the CLCS. Its closest partner is Norway, as they share common interests in 
the resource business, and the two countries execute joint military exercises on a regular basis. 
With the Barents Sea dispute, the relations between the two countries continue to strengthen. 
The Arctic provides Russia with access to three oceans, and military bases, which grants 
numerous advantages in terms of geographical position. Therefore, Russia strongly opposes 
the internationalization of the Arctic and also plans to arrange special military forces in the 
region.38 

 

United States of America 
 
The United States has reinforced the UNCLOS, but remains the only state that has not 

signed and ratified it. Under the Bush presidency, a United States Arctic Policy was issued 
outlining the strategic significance of the Arctic in terms of early warning systems and missile 
defense. The US asserts that its vessels should have the right of international navigation 
through the Northwest Passage and straits along the Northern Sea Route. The US has not 
militarized the Arctic in Alaska as much as other nations, but instead focuses on exploiting the 
resources along the Alaskan coast. This resulted in tensions in the Beaufort Sea with Canada.39 

 

Iceland 
Iceland approved a parliamentary solution on its controversial Arctic policy in March 

2011. The strategy can be boiled down to 12 bullet points: 
“1. Promoting and strengthening the Arctic Council as the most important 

consultative forum on Arctic issues. 
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2. Securing Iceland's position as a coastal State within the Arctic region. 
3. Promoting understanding of the fact that the Arctic region extends both to the 

North Pole area proper and the part of the North Atlantic Ocean, to which is closely 
connected. 

4. Resolving differences that relate to the Arctic on the basis of the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea. 

5. Strengthening and increasing cooperation with the Faroe Islands and Greenland 
with the aim of promoting the interests and political position of the three countries. 

6. Supporting the rights of indigenous peoples in the Arctic. 
7. Building on agreements and promoting cooperation with other States and 

stakeholders on issues relating to Icelandic interests in the Arctic region. 
8. Using all available means to prevent human-induced climate change and its effects 

in order to improve the well-being of Arctic residents and their communities. 
9. Safeguarding broadly defined security interests in the Arctic region through civilian 

means and working against any kind of militarization of the Arctic. 
10. Developing further trade relations between States in the Arctic. 
11. Advancing Icelanders' knowledge of Arctic issues and promoting Iceland abroad as 

a venue for meetings, conferences and discussions on the Arctic region. 
12. Increasing consultations and cooperation at a domestic level on Arctic issues.”40 

Depending on the delegation’s foreign policy, Iceland’s solution and strategy should be highly 
considered. 
  
Asia 

 
Many Asian countries are observer states within the Arctic Council and others have 

also expressed interest in the resources present there. These countries include China, South 
Korea, Japan, India, and Singapore. For example, in China, although no authoritative 
statements or actions have been taken in regards to the Arctic, statements have been made 
that the Arctic should belong to everyone and no nation should claim sovereignty to it. To 
reinforce this claim, Chinese Rear Admiral, Yin Zhuo, said, “China must plan an 
indispensable role in Arctic exploration as we have one-fifth of the world’s population.”41 

Although South Korea and China are both situated outside of the Arctic, both 
countries spend more on Arctic research than the United States. The Northeast Passage is 
valuable to both countries as it can shorten shipping times from 24 days to 10 days on a 
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typical journey to Europe in the summer. In general, observer states exercise caution in Arctic 
policies so as to not provoke any of the Arctic states.  
  
 South America and Africa 
  

Because many of the countries within these two continents have little influence over 
the affairs of Arctic disputes, they tend to have weaker stances on the topic. In general, most 
countries desire peace, and seek a peaceful resolution. Delegates may also wish to ally with 
relevant western and eastern powers so long as it falls under the scope of their foreign policy. 
Serving as mediators will also greatly aid the committee in pushing this topic forward.  
  

Discussion Questions 
 

1.! What is your country’s stance on the Arctic? If they are not from the Arctic, do they 
have major allies who are involved? What is their stance? 

 
2.! Does the UNCLOS provide the sufficient legal framework to ensure a stable and 

peaceful Arctic?         
 

3.! How will countries demilitarize the area and what can DISEC do to help? 
 

4.! Who should own the Arctic? Arctic States or the international community? A 
combination of both? 
 

5.! What body should oversee demilitarization efforts and maintain them in the long run? 
 

6.! Similar to the Antarctic Treaty, is it necessary to have provisions for the freedom of 
scientific research and studies? 

 
7.! What are the economic implications of the possible solutions? How will your country 

be affected?   
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