
 

 
  

 



 

Welcome Letter 

Dear Delegates, 
 
On behalf of the Huntington Beach High School Model United Nations Program, 
we would like to welcome you to our virtual Surf City XVIII advanced conference! 
 
Our annual Surf City conference upholds the principles and intended purpose of 
the United Nations. Delegates can expect to partake in a professional, well-run 
debate that simulates the very issues that those at the United Nations discuss every 
day. Both novel and traditional ideas will be shared, challenged, and improved. 
 
It is our hope that all delegates will receive the opportunity to enhance their 
research, public speaking, and communication skills as they explore the intricacies 
of global concerns through various perspectives, some of which may be very 
different from their own. We hope their experiences here give them new insight 
and values that they can apply outside of the realm of Model UN for the betterment 
of the world community. 
 
Although we will be entertaining a new style of a virtual conference, we hope all 
delegates will experience a fruitful and enhancing debate. Please do not hesitate to 
approach our Secretariat or Staff Members with any questions or concerns that you 
may have throughout the day. We wish the best to all our participants and hope that 
they may share a fulfilling experience with us! Enjoy the conference. 
 
Sincerely,  
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Meet the Dias 

Graham Cope 

Hello Delegates! My name is Graham Cope, one of your chairs for 4th SPD.  I am 
a senior at Huntington Beach High School and have been a part of MUN since 
Freshman year.  I have been to many conferences and chaired Surf City last year.  I 
also play Water Polo and Swim for Huntington Beach.  I am a Lifeguard at the 
City Beach, and EMR.  I have also been in MUN long enough to know that no one 
reads the meet the Dias part of the paper.  That being said for the one person that 
does best of luck, and I hope to hear some good and well thought out solutions and 
debates this year.  
 
David Goodheart 

Howdy Delegates! My name is David Goodheart and I am excited to chair for you! 
I am currently a senior here at HBHS and this is my fourth year in MUN. I have 
run Cross Country and I have been on the swim team since freshman year. Outside 
of school, I am in NHS, Robotics, PLI, Surfrider, and CSF; I am also a lifeguard 
for the state of California. I spend my free time volunteering, surfing, or playing 
chess. Additionally, I am in HBHS E-Sports as a varsity League of Legends 
support. MUN has been a big part of my life, and I was fortunate enough to 
compete at NHSMUN before lockdown this year. This is going to be my third time 
chairing a conference and I am very excited to experience another conference from 
a different point of view. I am looking forward to this virtual conference so I can 
hear your creative and intuitive solutions. Good luck! 
 

Taylor Lang 

Hello delegates! My name is Taylor Lang and I am a junior here at Huntington 
Beach High School! At HBHS, I am involved in the National Honors Society, 
CSF, Link Crew, and Bridges just to name a few, along with being on the varsity 
dance team for the past 3 years. Outside of school, I dance competitively and enjoy 
hanging out with my two dogs. Good luck delegates and I can’t wait to hear all of 
your amazing solutions! See ya! 

 

 

All Papers are due on January 2, 2020 by 11:59pm to 

surfcity.4spd@gmail.com   
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TOPIC 1: SITUATION IN THE SOUTH CHINA SEA 
 

BACKGROUND 

The South China Sea is a historically disputed maritime territory located in southeast 
Asia, with claims dating back to 15th-century Chinese dynasty expeditions. The South China Sea 
consists of over 250 islands, reefs, and sandbars with highly desirable islands including the 
Spratly Island, Fiery Cross Islands, Pratas Island, Paracel, and the Macclesfield Bank, all 
introducing more conflict over who exactly owns them and what can be done on those islands.1 
Neighboring countries including Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei, the Philippines, and Taiwan all 
claim to have ownership of portions of the sea, with China asserting that they have rightful 
ownership of the entire sea. Natural resources like oil and natural gas add to the desire for 
domination of the South China Sea as there are an estimated 11 billion barrels of untouched oil 
and 190 trillion cubic feet of natural gas.2  

The South China Sea also plays a major role in international maritime trade as it has 
access to more than 34 of the world’s major ports and 200 minor ones, resulting in a total of 3.37 
trillion USD worth of passing through the sea in 2016 alone. Oversea trade in the South China 
Sea is crucial for all countries as an estimated one-third of maritime trading intersects through 
the sea. One of China’s major desires for the sea is that over 64% of their maritime trade passes 
through this sea, allowing them to be the second-largest economy in the world, so their 
domination of the sea would allow them to further regulate, block off and expand international 
trade.3 Similarly, around 42% of Japan’s maritime trade (about 141 billion USD) is exported out 
of the South China Sea along with the United States who has 14% of its maritime trading passing 
through the sea, granting them a strong economic stance on this topic.4 Fishing throughout the 
South China Sea is necessary for the supplement to the people in the surrounding areas for food 
and jobs as the sea alone provides over 3.7 million people with the nutrition needed from fish 
and contains 10 percent of the world’s fisheries.5 Many of the countries who claim ownership of 
portions of the sea reference Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZ) as outlined in the 1982 United 
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS).6 The convention outlines the Exclusive 
Economic Zone as the country’s sovereignty over the 200 nautical miles located off of their 
shorelines. Within that country’s exclusive economic zone, they contain the rights for resource 
drilling, fishing, economic policies such as trade, and more.7 While minor intersections in 
various countries exclusive economic zones occur, the real territorial issue came in the early 
1950s when China claimed to have historical possession, dating back to their 15th-century naval 
expeditions, over more than 90% of the South China Sea, in a claim known as the nine-dash-line. 
The territories claimed in with the Nine Dash Line extend over 648 miles off of their shoreline, 
greatly surpassing UNCLOS’s Exclusive Economic Zone by 447 nautical miles.8 The Nine Dash 
Line claims manage to intersect with Malaysia, Vietnam, Brunei, and Philippine’s exclusive 
economic zones, even granting them with the highly desirable Spratly and Paracel Islands.9 
Threats of war have been made over resource grab and intersecting EEZ as Philippines foreign 
affairs secretary Alan Peter Cayetano, commented in May 2018 that if China does not return the 
Scarborough Shoal - which China seized in 2012- then war may be the only option with few 
diplomacy efforts making any progress towards halting their expansion and occupation.10 The 
Scarborough Shoal has fishermen and coast guard from the Philippines rightfully as it is located 
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in their EEZ, however, those fishermen still face threat from Chinese Coast Guard who unjustly 
detain these inhabitants.  

To gain more control over islands, military warfare tactics have been used throughout the 
sea by numerous countries to demonstrate their domination over the sea and to acquire more 
territory. Attacks on fishing vessels have been used by multiple countries, even more, neutral 
countries like Indonesia, to demonstrate how foreign vessels are prohibited from entering their 
EEZ without permission.11 In 2018, satellite imagery captured at least 40 Chinese warships 
located in one of the regions most hotly disputed areas known as the Taiwan Strait, in an exercise 
that Beijing claimed to be “routine training” but it became clear to the international community 
that it was just another power grab to demonstrate Chinese power over the sea.12 Recently, in 
June 2020, two Chinese ships strategically collided with a Vietnamese fishing boat near the 
Paracel Islands, even with the boat being located in Vietnam’s EEZ but also in China’s claimed 
Nine Dash Line. Vietnam reacted by asserting their sovereignty over the Paracel Islands in 
meetings with Chinese foreign officials, but because of the fishing ban above the 12-degree 
latitude line enacted by China in May, Beijing wrote it off as a refusal to comply with the 
Chinese sea laws.13 However, these military exercises and propaganda acts are against UNCLOS 
law for the territorial sea and especially can not use said tactics to threaten innocent passage 
rights.14 To ensure that these policies are in countries such as Australia, Japan, France, and the 
United Kingdom, however, they have been mostly conducted by the United States naval and air 
forces.15 Freedom of Navigation Operations are classified vary based on the situation and tension 
of the conflict and what type of conflict it is, but in general terms, they are missions by air and 
sea to reinforce the international rights of the seas outlined in UNCLOS by testing countries with 
excessive sea claims. The United States has conducted these Freedom of Navigation Operations 
in the South China Sea to protest laws such as the requirement to provide notice and get 
authorization before passing through what is known as an innocent passage- a restriction that is 
not normally placed.16 These Freedom of Navigation Operations serve as protection against 
military action enforced by China, which can harm the safety of the trade and peace in the South 
China Sea.  Alongside natural islands, China has been developing man-made islands that now 
have high functioning military bases in areas that were purely reefs just a few years prior. 
Starting in 2014, with sand and gravel from the seafloor below, China was able to develop six 
man-made islands to serve as military bases; with most notably the Fiery Cross Reef with the 
Spratly Islands, which contents a 10 thousand foot airstrip, radar stations, missile systems, and 
200 troops, deeply concerning neighboring countries as well as those who rely on the South 
China Sea for trading as they few as these islands are a threat to international economic relations 
and peace.17 The United Nations, United States, and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations 
states agreed to work together to prevent China’s continuation of the militarization of these 
man-made islands; however, in 2020, China is still fortifying these islands.18 With continuous 
spread military action and unlawful sea practices, delegates should be prepared to not only 
discuss the territorial disputes within the South China Sea, but also the rights of military 
enforcement, the effects on civilian safety in the surrounding regions, and protection of the sea as 
a vital location for international maritime trade.  
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UNITED NATIONS INVOLVEMENT 
In order to combat the dispute of resources within the South China Sea, the United 

Nations has taken multiple measures to ensure that there is no conflict between the neighboring 
countries. The UN has passed laws, worked with international organizations, and have worked 
with NGOs in order to improve the status of the South China Sea. Specifically, the United 
Nations have passed the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea, documents: A/72/692, A/72/818, 
and A/RES/69/401, the Hanoi Plans of Action, and have created DOALOS.  

The UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS, the Law of the Sea Treaty, LOS 
Convention) is the international set of rules and regulations a country must abide by; it 
specifically outlines claims of resources sovereignty in coastlines and surrounding oceans.19 The 
division of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea is composed of 4 separate 
sections: The International Seabed Authority, the Commission On the Limits of the Continental 
Shelf, the Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (ITLOS), and last, the Tribunal for the Law Of the Sea 
Trust Fund. The primary regulatory body affiliated with this international framework is the 
International Seabed Authority, which was created to control activity in areas on seabeds and 
ocean floors: additionally, the authority has international jurisdiction.20 UNCLOS also provides 
Exclusive Economic Zones, which allow the member states to have exclusive rights within 200 
nautical miles from the coasts of the states.21 In cases where two countries’ EEZ’s overlap, the 
UN has acted as a third party mediator to compromise most of these disputes efficiently.  

The United Nations established the Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of the Sea 
(DOALOS) to help coordinate the UN’s activities and programs in the area of marine affairs. 
Specifically, regarding the South China Sea, DOALOS contacted the government of Vietnam 
through A/72/692, in order to discuss the disputes peacefully between the ASEAN (Association 
of Southeast Asian Nations) countries.22 Additionally, DOALOS contacted the Permanent 
Representative of China to address China’s “justified” claims to the Spratly and Paracel islands 
in A/72/818.23 However, A/RES/69/401 as well as A/72/692 and A/72/818 have shown that 
DOALOS is strictly symbolic and can only act as a means of communication between nations. 
Through legal action in the Court of Arbitrations, The United Nations successfully ruled the 
nine-dash line unlawful, meaning no country had to respect China’s claims.  

The UN has also been involved in The Hanoi Plans of Action as well. The Hanoi Plans of 
Action, starting back in 2012, was created by ASEAN to express the future of the southeast 
Asian nations; at the beginning of 2020, ASEAN countries discussed a peaceful resolution to the 
South China Sea.24 The Hanoi Plans of Action is one of the most successful international 
operations regarding ASEAN countries, as all 11 countries in South East Asia have agreed to not 
only promote regional peace and security, but to also work together to promote each other’s 
economies, social development, and technological improvements. The United Nations has also 
worked together closely with multiple NGOs within the South China Sea, the most notable being 
the Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative. The Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative has 
worked with ASEAN nations, as well as France and The United States, to increase the 
transparency of naval movements in the region.25 The UN has also with Asia-Pacific Economic 
Cooperation to foster sustainable economic growth, development, and security.26 As stated 
before, because of China’s power in the global economy and their position of power in the 
United Nations, nothing can be passed. In 2016, during a United Nations 5 member court case, 
China defended its territorial claims that expanded China’s EEZ by 75 nautical miles, 
demonstrating the lack of power the UN has over China.27  
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CASE STUDY: THE SPRATLY ISLANDS 

The Spratly Islands located in between Vietnam and the Philippines, have been one of the 
primary conflict zones in the South China Sea. The Spratly Islands have a chain of islands, reefs, 
and fishing regions that are currently contested, partially or fully by six countries.  These 
countries are China, Taiwan, Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei, and the Philippines.  Due to the 
location of these series of islands, reefs, and inlets, there has been for centuries a want for nations 
to control them for their high strategic value and ability to control trade in the region.   Their 
history dates back to the rapid expansion of European Powers throughout the world, with the 
British originally claiming the islands as Spain claimed the Philippines. The earliest claims come 
from China, which cites maps and borders from the Yuan dynasty which considered these set of 
islands to be their southernmost border.  These claims however have the flaws of the Yuan being 
a mostly Mongol-led dynasty, as well as there being no clarification between the Parcel and 
Spratly Islands.  Vietnam also has historic claims from the 1800s that also suffer from the poor 
distinction between these sets of islands.  Due, however, in part to the inadequacies of 
cartography at the time these nations remained unaware of the conflicting claims or even what 
some areas looked like.  European nations like France and Great Britain would be the first 
countries to hold modern claims over the region.  Great Britain never made a large effort to 
maintain claims over the Spratly Islands and France made their claims through their colony in 
Vietnam.  Currently, no European power has a claim to the Spratly Islands but still maintain a 
presence in the region.28 

During World War Two Imperialist Japan conquered and occupied several of the Spratly 
Islands to utilize as military bases and outposts in the region.  Japan only managed to hold onto 
these islands for a couple of years, as when the allies defeated Japan at the end of the second 
world war all Japanese claims to the Spratly Islands were removed.  The Republic of China 
quickly moved in after the defeat of Japan, claiming the Spratly Islands along with several others 
for themselves.  The Republic of China would only have a few years of direct and uncontested 
control in the region as they would soon be forced off of mainland China and onto the island of 
Taiwan.  Taiwan is still a nation that holds claims to the islands but has since removed its 
garrisons. Many other countries began building claims over the islands during this time. 

In 1980 the United Nations passed the United Nations Convention on the Laws of the 
Sea, which among other things created EEZs.29  This immediately made the Spratly Island 
significantly more valuable along with complicating the already mounting claims in the region. 
UNCLOS states that each nation’s EEZ would primarily be in the closest continental shelf and 
extend from 200 miles off the country’s shore. This means, by UN international law, the Spratly 
Islands are owned by the Philippines, but this negates previous claims by China, Vietnam, and 
European nations that were made previously to UNCLOS. Pressure rose after UNCLOS ruled the 
legality of the Spratly Islands, as many countries have tried claiming the islands to exploit the 
mass amounts of crude oil. China believes that the Spratly islands are rightfully their territory, as 
historical treaties throughout history have made the islands a Chinese territory. In recent years, 
China has built military bases on natural or artificial islands outside their EEZ. Military bases on 
the South Johnson Reef and the Zhubi reef have been created in order to assert a military 
presence in the region as well as add more territory for China to claim. In 2017, China 
effectively used these military bases to restock naval fleets including frigates, cruisers, and cargo 
ships. These artificial bases created the “Nine Dash Line” claim that doesn’t coincide with 
UNCLOS’s Exclusive Economic Zones. The Spratly Islands now sit as a constant standoff 
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between the countries with disputed claims.  These nations have tried a variety of tactics from 
military intimidation to artificial islands to just ignoring international laws and regulations.  The 
entire time the United States has maintained a strong naval presence along with the strong policy 
that no country owns the Spratly Islands, rather they are in international waters.  

In the past few decades conflicts over these islands have become more frequent and more 
intense from the increased value of the region.  One of these conflicts includes the Southwest 
Cay invasion of 2004.  This was a small inlet that at the time was claimed by several nations but 
actively controlled by the Philippines.  During a military part, the forces stationed on the island 
were temporarily removed, and in their absence, the South Vietnamese moved in forces to claim 
the island.  This move was especially surprising considering the South Vietnamese were allied 
with the Philippines and had even sent gifts to the officer’s birthday party as a sign of good faith. 
The Philippine soldiers were instructed not to forcefully retake the island, and the two sides spent 
the next few months cursing at the other.  The conflict ended when the South, losing to the North 
in the civil war withdrew troops from the Spratly islands entirely to try to hold their claims on 
the mainland.  

In the last 6 months, COVID-19 has not stopped military aggression between the United 
States and China. In May of 2020, China's military said it "expelled" a U.S. navy vessel from 
waters off of Xisha. While these are in the Paracel Islands, the USS Barry was supposed to be 
patrolling waters off of the Philippines: AKA the Spratly Islands. A spokesman for the US 
Government denied that Chinese forces had actually expelled the U.S. ships' movements near the 
Paracel islands, as they claimed it had been near the Philippines the whole time. The 
spokesperson also added that the guided-missile destroyer was completing its “freedom of 
navigation operations" and may have passed China’s military. Although no lives were lost while 
the US and China flexed their muscles at each other, Vietnam and the Philippines publicly 
condemned the actions of both countries as it only increased tensions in the region. 

The Spratly Islands are one of the two main territorial claims that surround the region and 
conflict as a whole, the other being the Paracel Islands. With an increase in interest from ASEAN 
countries as well as foreign powers, the South China Sea has become home to many naval 
conflicts and border disputes. As countries continue to fight over the resources and islands in the 
Sea, the Spratly Islands remain at the forefront of international policy and decisions.  
 

QUESTIONS 

1. Does your country have any claims in the South China Sea? If not, how do they benefit 
from the claims made? 

2. Should the clauses made in UNCLOS be followed in the South China Sea, and if so, how 
should they be enforced? 

3. How can citizens of the Islands and surrounding nations be protected from military action 
in the South China Sea? 

4. How should workers in the South China Sea, such as fisherman, be protected from 
punishment if they are in their own EEZ but also in China’s nine-dash-line territory? 

5. Should countries outside of the South China Sea region, such as the United States, be 
able to interfere with this conflict or should it be solely based on the claiming countries’ 
desires? 

6. How should the resources in the region be divided and protected from countries 
overexploiting it? 
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TOPIC 2: STATUS OF CRIMEA 
 

BACKGROUND 

Jutting out into the Black Sea is a landmass known as the Crimean Peninsula or just 
Crimea. This region has been fought over by great empires throughout the ages including the 
Romans, Byzantines, Mongols, and eventually the Ottomans. While the conflict known as the 
Crimean war began in 2014, the culture and history of the peninsula are crucial to understanding 
the aspects of the situation now.  

The modern history of this region begins in 1783 when the Russians defeated the 
Ottomans and claimed the peninsula for their own. Russia would continue to hold control over 
Crimea uncontested until the outbreak of the Crimean War in 1853. The war led to many 
changes throughout Europe, but despite sieges of Crimean territory; Russia left the conflict with 
full control over the peninsula.30 In 1917 many things changed; the Russian revolution and 
following civil war completely rearranged political power throughout the entire region, and 
amongst the chaos temporarily showed a rise to the other major player in this conflict; Ukraine. 
In 1918 Ukraine declared independence, only to be slowly conquered and abused by the society 
through the next few decades. The peninsula also saw a bit of fighting throughout the following 
civil war that overtook Russia but was taken over by the Red Army along with the rest of Russia. 
Crimea was officially declared part of the Russian SFSR, but as Russia along with the other 
soviets were all part of the union this did not really matter at the time.31  

When Joseph Stalin became ruler of the Soviet Union in 1929 he began making changes 
to the ethnic balances on many regions within the Soviet Union, one of these being Crimea.32 
The main victims of Stalin's purges with the Crimean Tatars and the Greeks who both made up 
decent, but not majorities of the populations in the area. Many of the local Jewish populations 
also suffered greatly in Crimea under many of Stalin’s policies throughout the 1930s.  In 1931 
Soviet grain policies started a great famine all across the Ukraine that would leave millions to 
starve. This eventually became known as the Holodomor, a terrible famine that was entirely 
man-made and solely the fault of Soviet grain policies.  The peninsula of Crimea was one of the 
regions hit by the Holodomor through which a great number of lives were lost.33 The Soviet 
Union would respond by sending in a large Slavic population to settle the region in the name of 
development. This would not be the largest ethnic change to the peninsula.  In June of 1941, 
Adolf Hitler launched Operation Barbarossa, a massive invasion of the Soviet Union34. During 
this invasion, Nazi Germany managed to capture most of the Crimean Penisula, but the large city 
of Sevastopol held out until July of the following year.  For the next two years, the Nazis would 
hold control over the entire region. During this time the Nazis systematically targeted the local 
Jewish population just as they did in their other conquered lands. Two years after the Nazis took 
the peninsula the Soviet Union pushed them back out of Crimea. When the Soviet Union retook 
the Peninsula they immediately blamed the loss of the region on the local Crimean Tatar people, 
until the last days of the Soviet Union the Tatars would face persecution and removal from their 
native lands. Large groups of the Tatars were forcibly moved to central Asia and those that were 
allowed to remain often lost their lands and property to Slavic populations. Other populations 
such as the Armenians, Bulgarians, and Greeks in the region also faced force-displacement, but 
mostly to a significantly smaller degree than the Crimean Tatars.35 These actions forever changed 
the ethnic balance in the region, which in more present times has become an issue in the debate. 
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The point that has caused most of the present turmoil had to occur. In 1954 administration over 
the Crimean Peninsula was transferred over from the Russian SFSR to the Ukrainian SSR. At the 
time this decision was made, it was not a very big deal; for all intents and purposes, absolutely 
nothing had changed for Crimea as both the peninsula and the entire surrounding region were 
under the control of the Soviet Union. The peninsula remained uneventful until the fall of the 
Soviet Union. There were economic developments made, and the region focused heavily on 
tourism. During this period the Russian and Ukrainian populations greatly increased in the 
region, but going into the collapse of the Soviet Union the Russian population nearly tripled the 
Ukrainian population. Since the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991, Ukraine has advocated for 
separation from the Russian state. However, Russia believes the capital of Ukraine belongs to 
Russia; Russia and Ukraine’s history are deeply intertwined, shown by the capital of Ukraine 
being named Kiev (Kyev) which comes from the Kievan Rus civilization.  

The recent conflict was started at the fall of the USSR when Ukraine wanted to separate 
and become their own independent country. When Ukraine started affiliating with western 
nations and joined the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty: Russia became hostile towards Ukraine 
and their increasing separatist policies. As oil and gas lines ran through the Crimean peninsula 
and Ukraine, fights between Russia and Ukraine merged to create growing tensions in the region. 
In 2004, The Orange Revolution was declared to have Russian influence on the presidential 
election in Ukraine. The media frenzy, EU policy, and voter intimidation that coincide with the 
Orange revolution continued to ebb Russia and Ukraine relations.  

In 2013, mass protests in Ukraine took place in order to prevent Russian influence in the 
upcoming 2014 election. The crisis finally took shape when the President of Ukraine Viktor 
Yanukovych was re-elected into office. With the reelection of the socialist party, Russian-backed 
president, Ukraine declined NATO’s treaty and jailed political opponents of the socialist party. 
The citizens in Ukraine revolted against the election, forcing the flee of Yanukovych to Russia. 
With political turmoil happening in Ukraine, Western nations sought to reinstate the Ukrainian 
government while Russian troops moved into Crimea and gained control over the region.  With 
tensions rising as many western nations began to take an interest, Russia held a referendum in 
Crimea to allow the people to decide which nation they wished to be part of. The referendum 
resulted in 96% of the population wanting to join Russia, but with Russian troops actively in the 
region and no third-party observers, the referendum was considered fraudulent by many.36 
Russia then annexed the Peninsula shortly after too much disapproval by the international 
community. The current state puts Russia in control of Crimea, citing historic claims and a 
majority Russian population as valid. Many western nations and Ukraine disapprove of this 
annexation, but with no western nation currently willing to go to war over the territory, and 
Ukraine too weak to fight Russia actions have been restricted to committees.  

At this time, the Crimean peninsula is home to the Black Sea fleet along with its full 
Russian military base of operations. The Crimean peninsula houses troops from Russia in order 
to protect the natural resources in the region. Western nations consider Crimea to belong to 
Ukraine, but Ukraine has very little control over the region thanks to military blockades and 
control in the region. Crimea has quickly risen to one of Eastern Europe’s primary conflicts as 
China, Russia, and the United States have all taken sides and sent support. Although it has a rich 
and complicated history, the future of Crimea will determine the future of Russian influence over 
Eastern Europe. 
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UNITED NATIONS INVOLVEMENT 
The United Nations has made its stance on Crimea through numerous resolutions in the 

Security Council and General Assembly, meetings, and aid organizations. It is important to note 
that with Article 23.1 of the Charter of the United Nations, Russia’s role as a permanent member 
in the Security Council grants them the power to veto resolutions, which they have exercised a 
lot for this topic; giving them even more power in maintaining the region.37 A prime example of 
this is the failure of draft resolution S/2014/189 which promoted Ukraine's “sovereignty, 
independence, unity, and territorial integrity,” and despite its support from 13 out of the 15 
council members, it failed because of Russia’s exercise of veto power.38 The representative of the 
Russian Federation presented the UN General Assembly in their 68th session with S/2014/331, 
which basically entails a report of the violations of human rights and law in Ukraine to punish 
Ukrainian extremists and encourage more heavy investigations to occur before supplying more 
foreign aid.39 Following the passing of the European Union’s Minsk Protocol, Security Council 
resolution 2202 was passed in 2015, displaying the council’s support towards the agreements 
while making sure that all parties involved truly follow what is outlined in the “package of 
measures.”40 

One the other hand, the General Assembly has been able to pass resolutions with  the 
same goals such as A/RES/68/262 which is directing towards peacefully declaring Crimea and 
its surrounding areas independent of Russia and directing UN and international aid toward the 
region to promote sustainable development and the protection of the citizen’s human rights.41 
The disarmament of the region is a main goal of the UN as seen in A/RES/73/194 addressing 
Russia’s militarization of Crimea and withdrawing from its occupation in Crimea. Soon after 
came A/RES/73/263 on December 22, 2018, and A/RES/74/17 on December 9, 2019, both 
condemning both Russia and Ukraine for their violations and abuses against the citizens of 
Crimea but also urging Russia to abide by the UN Charter.42 The Human Rights Council has also 
been involved in protecting the people of the peninsula with A/HRC/36/CRP.3 establishing a 
human rights mission in Ukraine as well as promoting the monitoring of the region to assure that 
all parties are not infringing on the human rights of the people.43  

Russian and Ukrainian conflicts have been brought to the International Court of Justice 
(ICJ) in January 2017 when Ukraine filed against Russia for “violating the International 
Convention for the Suppression of the Financing of Terrorism and the International Convention 
on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.” This racial discrimination was placed 
upon the indigenous people of Crimea along with ethnic Ukrainians since Russia annexed the 
peninsula in March 2014.44 In April 2017, the ICJ ruled that Russia can not impose restrictions 
against the indigenous peoples but denied the aspects relating to the financing of terrorist.45  

Arria-Formula meetings are UN-monitored meetings where member states can call to 
address a conflict of interest to promote international peace and security, in a more informal 
setting which allows for outside members to join them. Six of these meetings have been held in 
Crimea, starting in March 2015 to address the human rights violations, freedom of media, and 
the protection of marginalized groups in the region. All six of these meetings have proven 
themselves necessary in directing the attention to the human rights violations by calling in the 
UN High Commissioner for Human Rights and additional specialized committees.46  
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CASE STUDY: SEVASTOPOL 
Sevastopol is the largest city in Crimea and a major port city on the Black Sea. Since the 

annexation of Crimea in 2014, the Russian Federation has claimed Sevastopol as its city, but the 
majority of the international community along with the United Nations recognizes Sevastopol to 
belong to Ukraine; this is consistent with the international community’s view of Crimea’s 
annexation.47 However, since Russia has flooded the Crimean Peninsula with its citizens as well 
as taken military control over Crimea, the city has an interesting political and economic status. 

Before 2014, the city of Sevastopol legally belonged to Ukraine, but politically belonged 
to Russia. The 2014 Crimean status referendum had a voter turnout of roughly 83%, with 97% of 
these votes advocating for Crimea to become a federal region of Russia.48 While Russia flooded 
the Crimean peninsula with its own citizens before the referendum and could have tampered with 
the voting system, the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the local government of Sevastopol 
(both subdivisions of Ukraine) oversaw the referendum.49 That means that the government of 
Ukraine oversaw a vote where the electors chose to not stay a part of Ukraine. Before 2014, the 
Sevastopol City Council was the official legislature of Sevastopol, overseeing day to day action 
similar to Kyiv’s City Council; and the mayor of Sevastopol was appointed by the Ukrainian 
central government. The population of Sevastopol is over 440,000, making it the largest in the 
Crimean Peninsula. The city's total collection of people was estimated to be about 600,000 
people in 2015.50 Electing a mayor without a vote in Sevastopol is the equivalent of the United 
States Government electing the mayor of Long Beach without a vote: there is a clear disconnect 
between the Ukraine government and the people residing in the city.51 However, during the 2014 
Crimean crisis, the pro-Russian City Council threw its support behind a Russian citizen: Alexei 
Chaly. The people of Sevastopol said it would not recognize orders from the Ukrainian 
government and appointed Alexei Chaly as the "people's mayor."52 Although Ukraine elected the 
public officials of Sevastopol without the consent of the city, Russia is doing the exact same. 
After the Annexation of Crimea, the Legislative Assembly of Sevastopol was replaced by the 
City Council and the mayor was appointed by the legislative branch on the nomination of the 
Russian President Vladimir Putin.53 Similar to the mayor being ousted by Russia during the 2014 
Crimean takeover, the Chairman of the Sevastopol City State Administration was replaced under 
a new title: City Governor. Russia also made Sevastopol the third federal city in the Russian 
Federation, the two others being Moscow and St. Petersburg. Since 2014, Russia has held the 
city of Sevastopol and refused to back down when challenged for ownership of the city and the 
peninsula. 

While the political climate of Sevastopol has never been in the people’s hands, the 
economic state has always been co-dependent between the government and its subjects. 
Sevastopol is one of the biggest port cities on the Black Sea, meaning its exports and imports are 
way higher than other cities in the Crimean Peninsula.54 Before the Russian annexation and 
conflict in the city, Sevastopol’s major industries consisted of plastics, oil & natural gas, granite 
mining, fishing & farming, and chemical factories; However, Russia shifted the economy from 
these industries to primarily oil & gas extraction as well as military contracting. While the other 
industries have remained big contributors to Sevastopol’s economic success, Russia has 
primarily used the city for its location and its ability to transport goods & resources. After WWII, 
the city was entirely rebuilt by the USSR, making a majority of the infrastructure in Sevastopol 
supplied by Russia. When the Soviet Union fell the major industries in the newly found Ukraine 
territory were mining and shipping. In 2004, Sevastopol started to export mass quantities of 
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crude oil, shifting the economy from mining and shipping to mainly shipping and energy.55 The 
Location of Sevastopol makes it a perfect patron to whichever country controls it; whoever owns 
the port controls the immediate flow of goods into and out of the country.  

On top of being a major economic powerhouse for the country that controls it, with the 
military occupation of the Crimean Peninsula, Russia uses Sevastopol as a military outpost to 
restock their navy ships. Sevastopol Shipyard comprises three facilities that together repair, 
modernize, and re-equip Russian Naval ships and submarines; The Russian Navy uses 
Sevastopol as the main base of Russia’s Black Sea Fleet. The Sevastopol International Airport is 
used as a military aerodrome for the region.56 Despite the takeover being relatively peaceful, over 
100 naval vessels reside in the city. Russia integrated the leftover military ships in the city into 
their own fleet, making more than ten brand-new boats and support vessels. Throughout the past 
6 years, Russia has expanded its Black Sea Fleet tremendously, adding submarines, frigates, and 
sabotage/counter-sabotage boats. With the increase of naval power in the Black Sea, Russia has 
been able to affect other wars in the Mediterranean; specifically, Russia has used the Black Sea 
Fleet, as well as fleets in the Caspian Sea, have directly fought in the Syrian Civil War.  

The Crimean War brought with it the normal conflicts of a military dispute. At the 
beginning of the annexation, Russian military units started to occupy the city. On top of 
changing shipyards to naval outposts, Russia occupied minor train stations and roads to control 
the flow of resources. While Russia flooded the city/peninsula with its subjects, citizens in the 
city have identified as Russian since the fall of the USSR. This made the Russian military 
occupancy less obstructive than other military occupancies by Russia; Russia’s takeover in 
Chechnya was substantially more violent.57 However, the international community has watched 
as Russia has built up surface-to-surface and surface-to-air missile assets. Its expanded arsenal in 
the peninsula allows it to carry out operations it was previously not able to carry out, such as 
influencing and fighting in the Syrian Civil War. The S-400, Bastion, and Bal missiles in 
Sevastopol allow the Russian military to create a zone that deters enemy naval and air units from 
entering the Black Sea (A2/AD).58 Backed with fortified electronic warfare technology, Russia’s 
military has denied military movements around/in Crimea and has suppressed knowledge to the 
international community to its actions. The United States’ and Ukraine’s military movements 
towards Crimea combined with Russia’s military actions stationed in Sevastopol has created a 
network of interlocking mesh of firearms that the citizens in the city have felt for the past 6 
years.59 

 
QUESTIONS 

1. If the people in Crimea vote to be annexed by Russia, why can the international 
community refute the annexation? 

2. Can Crimea hold a referendum that can’t be influenced by Russia? 
3. How can the international community stop Russia from flooding Crimea with Russian 

citizens? 
4. Since demilitarization treaties haven't been effective in border disputes historically, what 

are other ways to reduce the number of troops in the Crimean Peninsula? 
5. The Status of Crimea directly influences neighboring regions and countries, and 

indirectly influences the world; what are the effects of the Crimean War and how can 
they be mitigated? 

6. Can Ukraine be compensated by Russia? Can Ukraine even be compensated?  
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