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Introduction 

Amidst a rapidly developing global economy, trade and access to resources have become major 

concerns for countries that hope to maintain both national stability and international recognition. 

Bordered by Brunei, Cambodia, China, Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines, Singapore, Taiwan, 

Thailand, and Vietnam, the South China Sea accounts for an estimated one-third of global shipping of 

goods. The United Nations Conference on Trade and Development (UNCTAD) reports that roughly 80 

percent of global trade is transported by sea, of which 60 percent of maritime trade passes through Asia. 

In 2016, $3.4 trillion in trade passed through the South China Sea, deeming it one of the most pivotal 

centers for commerce and foreign exchange. Countries in close proximity to the South China Sea also 

enjoy access to other trade channels such as the Strait of Malacca, which by extension connects them to 

larger international waters like the Pacific Ocean and the Indian Ocean. The South China sea is home to 

abundant reserves of natural reserves and fishing grounds, making it an even more pivotal location for 

resource exploitation and international prominence. As political powers continue to vie for global and 

regional hegemony, the South China Sea’s abundant natural resources and pivotal geographic location 

has made it an area of hotly contested territories.  

In recent years, the South China Sea territorial dispute has worsened due to increasingly 

belligerent attempts to seize international zones. Key players include China, the second-largest economy 

in the world with over 60 percent of its trade measured in value traveling by sea, whose strategic 

attempts to claim the land have raised international concern over the past several years. Ever since the 

1970s, countries have attempted to claim the territory as their own through a variety of methods, 

including but not limited to the establishment of naval bases, the formation of sparsely inhabited islands, 

and even the creation of artificial land at the heart of the region. Unfortunately, as the conflict continues 

to escalate, regional powers in Asia show little inclination to reach a diplomatic consensus even though 

negotiation is of paramount importance. 

 

Definition of Key Terms 
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United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) 

The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) is an international agreement that 

aims to provide a clear set of guidelines regarding ocean management and territorial waters. It 

detailed the following categorizations of the different types of waters: internal waters, territorial 

waters, exclusive economic zones (EEZs), and international waters. 

 

Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) 

The Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) of a country is a region delineated by the United Nations 

Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), where a state has “exclusive” rights to explore and 

exploit marine resources, including but not limited to energy production and fisheries. It stretches 

along the continental shelf, from the countries’ borders out to 200 nautical miles from their 

respective coasts. UNCLOS also details that the EEZ stretches further into the sea than do territorial 

waters, which extend to 12 nautical miles from coastal borders.  

Exclusive Economic Zones differ from territorial waters in that the latter refers to countries’ full 

sovereignty over the waters, whereas EEZs allow coastal nations to control and exploit resources 

below the surface of the sea (the surface waters are considered to be international waters). This tie 

to resource exploitation makes EEZs even more contested globally, especially in areas with rich raw 

materials and numerous surrounding coastal countries. 

Islands and rocks 

Figure 1: The different types of waters detailed in the UNCLOS agreement. 
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The following chart details how the UNCLOS categorizes different smaller bodies of land. Under the 

agreement, only islands that can sustain human habitation or economic life count towards a 

country’s EEZ. However, this description has incentivized countries to curb the definition by 

encouraging sparse inhabitation on rocks that are not necessarily best fit to sustain life.  

 

Nine-Dash Line 

The Nine-Dash Line delineates what the People’s Republic of China considers to be its rightful 

territorial waters. China claims that it has a historical tie to the South China Sea, dating back to the 

15th century when Chinese explorers ventured into the maritime region. The Chinese government 

marks this territory using an ambiguous line consisting of several dashes, hence the border’s name. 

This line encompasses 90% of the South China Sea, and countries bordering the coastal region 

have protested against the legitimacy of this line because it does not adhere to the most recent 

UNCLOS regulations on territorial waters. 

International Law 

According to the United Nations, international law is defined as the “conventions, treaties and 

standards central to promoting economic and social development, as well as to advancing 

international peace and security.” International laws are often intentionally broad because countries 

need room to balance domestic law and international law. As a result, differences in interpretation 

often arise, and the laws may themselves become “empty” because countries interpret and follow 

them so differently that a central regulation becomes indistinct. The UNCLOS is an international 

Figure 2: infographic detailing how islands contribute to a country’s 
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agreement that is legally binding to the 168 countries that have ratified it but not to those that are 

simply signatories.  

 

Sovereignty 

The Oxford English Dictionary defines sovereignty as “the authority of a state to govern itself or 

another state.” This means that member states are entitled to their own national laws and policies. 

International regulations may pose threats to each individual country’s ability to govern within its own 

claimed borders (note that countries have many borders that are disputed, so the term “sovereignty” 

should be up to the interpretation of different countries). While many member states champion the 

policy of sovereignty first, they must also recognize the possibility that some domestic policies will 

be compromised in the process of constructing a coordinated, international maritime framework. 

Finding a balance between sovereignty and international law in the context of the South China Sea 

issue should be a key focus in debate. 

Territorial Dispute 

According to the Merriam Webster Dictionary, a territorial dispute is defined as “a disagreement 

about who controls a particular territory.” Although there is no official diplomatic definition for the 

term, the United Nations’ past resolutions have recognized the South China Sea conflict’s 

legitimacy.  

Generally, there are four different types of territorial disputes: definitional boundary disputes (conflict 

over the language in territorial contracts), locational boundary disputes (conflict over where 

boundaries are physically placed), operational boundary disputes (conflict over how boundaries are 

  Parties 
  Parties, dually represented by the 
European Union 
  Signatories 

Figure 3: map of UNCLOS 
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managed in the context of trade and immigration), and allocational boundary disputes (conflict over 

resource distribution between countries). The South China Sea constitutes a locational boundary 

dispute, since countries disagree on how maritime borders should be defined, and an allocational 

boundary dispute, since countries both want fair shares of regional natural resources. 

Political Interest 

A country’s political interest refers to the pursuit of its own welfare and development. Especially 

given that the committee intends to ensure such political goals, proposing a compromise that 

benefits as many parties as possible should be of utmost priority. While countries should, to a great 

extent, strive to forward their political agendas, compromise for the sake of common interest (e.g. 

abiding by international regulations) is just as, if not more, important for ensuring long term political 

stability in the South China Sea. 

 

Background Information 

About the South China Sea  

  

 Geographic location 

Figure 4: The South China Sea is bounded by Brunei, Cambodia, China, 
Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines Singapore, Taiwan, Thailand and 
Vietnam.  
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The South China Sea is located in Southeast Asia and extends from the Strait of Malacca to the 

Strait of Taiwan. Over 500 million people live within 100 miles of its coastline and are bordered by 

the east coast of the Malay Peninsula and the southern part of the Gulf of Thailand. In addition to 

its regional importance, the region’s significance to global trade has deemed it an area of 

international contest as western powers like Australia and the United States also attempt to reap 

the geographic and economic benefits that it offers. 

Biodiversity and natural resources 

The South China Sea contains rich fishing grounds and significant amounts of oil and gas. 

According to the Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative, the region contains an estimate of 190 

trillion cubic feet of natural gas and 11 billion barrels of oil in its reserves, with much more that 

has yet to be discovered. Additionally, the South China Sea contains 30% of the world’s coral 

reefs and 10% of the world’s fisheries. It is also worth noting that this sizable portion of the 

international community’s resources excludes other illegal activities, non-market activities, and 

unreported transactions, making it extremely likely that this number only reflects a fraction of the 

region’s true capacity to supply vital resources. 

Sea lines of communication 

The South China sea is easily one of the world’s busiest international trade centers with many of 

the busiest shipping ports. It serves as not only a maritime link between the Pacific Ocean and 

Indian Ocean but also a passage to the booming Southeast Asian markets that host 

approximately 2.2 billion consumers. Thus, the region is vital to Asian countries that wish to 

expand their trade horizons and global trade powers to access international markets.  

Intensified militarization 

Especially in recent years, the South China Sea conflict has seen intensified militarization as nations 

establish naval bases in remote territories like the Spratly and Paracel Islands. This increased military 

presence has encouraged countries like China to send military equipment to such islands, sparking 

concerns over potential regional violence. On October 27th, a United States destroyer sailed 12 nautical 

miles off of one of China’s man made islands near the Spratly Islands, claiming that the UNCLOS 

permits the passage of ships on international waters. US Defence Department spokesman Commander 

Bill Urban further justified US intervention and declared that "the United States is conducting routine 

operations in the South China Sea in accordance with international law". The Chinese government, 

however, felt that US action violated its rightful sovereignty over the area, sending a Chinese destroyer 

as a warning and issuing a statement that China would "resolutely respond to any country's deliberately 
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provocative actions". This tension is not unique, as multiple destroyers have been reported by both 

China and the United States, with a similar occasion reported in April 2020. 

China’s Cabbage Strategy 

One example of increased militarization is China’s Cabbage Strategy, which aims to strengthen 

Chinese control over islands located in the South China Sea. Under this strategy, a contested 

area is surrounded by layers of security in the form of naval ships. This cuts off access to rival 

nations and allows China to subsequently claim the islands. Since the plan’s implementation in 

the 1970s, China has sent ships to multiple islands that lie well within other countries’ EEZs. One 

example of such is China’s 2013 invasion of Ayungin Shoal, a small territory located just 105 

nautical miles off of the coast of the Philippines. Like a cabbage, the Chinese placed fishing 

boats, naval destroyers, and surveillance ships to surround the territory that housed 8 Filipino 

naval officers. China’s establishment of nearby human-made islands serves to supply such ships 

with the equipment to surround more islands, slowly encroaching upon other islands claimed by 

their rivals. 

 

Responses to militarization 

In response to the risk of illegal seizing island territory, other countries have begun to actively 

protect their own land in the form of arrests for trespassing. In 2016, the Philippines arrested 10 

Chinese fishermen off northeastern Luzon, accusing them of entering territorial waters. 

Additionally, US chief strategist Steve Bannon declared that the US intends to “[go] to war” in the 

South China Sea within the decade. “We’re going to war in the South China Sea in five to ten 

years,” he said, “they come here to the United States in front of our face...and say it’s an ancient 

Figure 5: Chinese ships surround islands to cut off access to 
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territorial sea.” In 2020, Vietnam also released an official statement ordering regional rivals to 

respect their sovereignty over the Spratly Islands. “All activities on the Truong Sa (Spratly) and 

Hoang Sa (Paracel) Islands must receive Vietnam’s approval. Vietnam asks that China respects 

its sovereignty and refrain from actions which could escalate tensions, complicate the situation 

and affect peace and stability in the [South China] Sea," warns Vietnamese Foreign Minister Le 

Thi Thu Hang.  

Spratly Islands 

The Spratly Islands are a cluster of remote and barely inhabited islands located at the heart of the 

South China Sea. Four countries, China, Vietnam, the Philippines, and Malaysia, claim portions of 

the islands. The Spratly Islands are especially appealing to countries because it allows them to 

expand their territorial waters and EEZs to include the areas surrounding the Spratly Islands.  

The four aforementioned countries have attempted to legitimize their territorial claims on the Spratly 

Islands through a plethora of strategies, including building small buildings and ports, encouraging 

sparse inhabitation, and establishing naval centers. China’s steps to build military bases on the 

Spratly Islands have attracted much international attention, as it emphasizes the country’s potential 

intentions to seize the islands by force.  

Paracel Islands 

The Paracel Islands, also known as the Xisha Islands, are a collection of about 130 islands in the 

South China Sea, claimed by the People's Republic of China, Taiwan, and Vietnam. Its 

surroundings contain rich fishing and natural gas reserves. The island supports no permanent 

inhabitants. 

 

Major Countries and Organizations Involved 

Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN)  

ASEAN promotes the cooperation between Southeast Asian countries and publicly endorses 

multilateral talks to settle territorial disputes. In 2002, ASEAN joined with China in signing a 

Declaration on the Conduct of Parties (DOC) in the South China Sea, declaring that all parties 

should “reaffirm their respect for and commitment to the freedom of navigation in and over flight 

above the South China Sea as provided for by the universally recognized principles of 

international law” and to “resolve their territorial and jurisdictional disputes by peaceful means, 
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without resorting to the threat or use of force.” However, this treaty was largely ignored as 

countries continue to expand militarily in the maritime region. 

ASEAN leaders continue to promote the idea of ASEAN centrality, the idea that the organization 

lies at the core of all Asian regional negotiations. However, authorities clarified that this idea of 

“centrality” does not necessarily mean that ASEAN is willing to bear the controversy that comes 

with hard border and settlement negotiation between states. Instead, its goal is to set up an 

international framework to facilitate efficient negotiations. The organization hopes to involve itself 

in multilateral negotiation as opposed to China’s preference for bilateral negotiation between 

individual parties. As Singapore’s foreign minister K. Shanmugam explained, “We have always 

been clear that ASEAN's role - ASEAN as a whole, 10 states' role - is in dealing with a 

framework.”  

The Philippines 

The Philippines argues that the Chinese nine-dash line violates UNCLOS provisions to which 

China and the Philippines are signatories. On January 22 2013, Filippino Secretary of Foreign 

Affairs Del Rosario stated that ''the Philippines has taken the step of bringing China before the 

Arbitral Tribunal under Article 287 and Annex VII under UNCLOS.” After China’s subsequent 

rejection of the tribunal ruling, the Philippines switched towards a harder approach to the issue 

when President Duterte declared that “we firmly reject attempts to undermine [the tribunal 

decision].” However, Duterte’s mercurial political style and habit of swaying between foreign 

policy stances has caused him to take inconsistent positions on the issue of the South China 

Sea. Often breaking away from the Filipino Department of Foreign Affairs, which has attempted 

to maintain a consistent stance on the dispute, Duterte’s unpredictable radical verbal attacks on 

China and praise of President Xi sheds light on the discord among Filipino politicians on the 

issue. 

Vietnam 

Vietnam believes that it possesses sovereignty over Spratly and Paracel archipelagos by the 

articles in UNCLOS. Vietnam's Prime Minister Nguyen Tan Dung has expressed her support for a 

solution in accordance with “international law and the United Nations charter”. However, the PM 

of Vietnam also declared that Vietnam is reluctant to avoid any potential conflict between China 

and the US, an understandable position given Vietnam’s past experiences during the Cold War.  

As countries like China continue to encroach upon Vietnam’s claimed sovereign territory, the 

government has installed two research stations on the Spratly Islands to solidify its presence in 

the area. It further implores other countries to abide by existing international agreements. "All 
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activities on the [Spratly and Paracel] Islands must receive Vietnam’s approval. Vietnam asks 

that China respects its sovereignty and refrain from actions which could escalate tensions, 

complicate the situation and affect peace and stability in the East Sea and the region, as well as 

efforts of countries in the negotiation process for the South China Sea Code of Conduct (COC)," 

Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Le Thi Thu Hang said in March 2020.  

The European Union (EU)  

The EU has expressed interest in the South China Sea due to the region’s advantageous 

geographic position, making it an essential route to trade and investment. In 2012, the EU issued 

a public statement stressing the need for involved parties to solve the dispute “through peaceful 

means, to clarify their claims and pursue them in respect and in accordance with international 

law.” However, the statement’s avoidance of directly referencing China or any other major 

regional power reveals the discord among EU governments over how strongly to respond to the 

South China Sea conflict. Countries like France and Germany have urged for a more strong-

handed approach to condemn Chinese advances, whereas others like Hungary and Greece rely 

on Chinese investment and are unwilling to criticize increased militarization in the region. Despite 

individual differences, the EU as a supranational entity has remained relatively neutral in the 

conflict and supports a “swift conclusion.”   

The United States of America  

The US has no territorial or resource claims in the South China Sea but remains active in the 

issue due to “national interest in freedom of navigation, open access to Asia’s maritime 

commons, and respect for international law in the South China Sea.” Since the US has defense 

treaties and economic alliances with involved countries like the Philippines, it would likely pursue 

political intervention on behalf of their partners, should further conflicts arise. The government 

has expressed condemnation for Chinese unilateral attempts to seize international waters and 

calls for the peaceful settlement of disputes under international law. However, it is worth noting 

that the US has not yet ratified the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea and has yet to declare 

an official position on whether they see the UNCLOS as a legitimate benchmark for international 

compromise. In comparison to past presidencies, the current Trump Administration has taken a 

more belligerent approach and threatened to challenge China and other regional rivals through 

militaristic means if advancements continue. 

People’s Republic of China  

China maintains that it has historical claims to the South China Sea, dating back to naval 

expeditions in the 15th century. In accordance with this official position, the Chinese government 



The Hague International Model United Nations, Singapore 2020 | XVI Annual Session 

 Research Report | Page 11 of 16 

 

rejects the UNCLOS definitions on international waters and continues to abide by the legitimacy 

of the Nine-dash Line (read above). Over the past few decades, the Chinese government has 

built islands in close proximity to the Spratly Islands and Paracel Islands region. By mid-2015, the 

Chinese government had built at least seven artificial islands, totaling 2000 acres in size. The 

government argues that the Paracel and Spratly islands form an integral part of Chinese territory, 

and legal disputes proposed by the Philippines are founded on illegal occupation of Chinese 

islands and reefs.  

China rejects the need for international arbitration on the South China Sea issue and prefers to 

conduct talks only between states that are “directly concerned.”  

 

Timeline of Events 

Date Description of event 

1947 

The Republic of China (ROC), modern day Taiwan, publishes the first map 

including the “eleven-dash line” that encompasses a vast majority of the South 

China Sea.  

1949 

The People's Republic of China (PRC) defeats the Republic of China (ROC) in a 

Civil War and establishes the “nine-dash line” that is still backed by the PRC 

today. 

1951 
Japan surrenders claims to the South China Sea Islands through the San 

Francisco Convention. 

May 2000  
Filipino troops arrest seven Chinese fishermen for trespassing Philippines 

claimed territory. 

July 2011 
The US and Vietnam perform naval drills and establish an official alliance 

against China’s South China Sea expansion. 

March 2012 

China arrests 21 Vietnamese fishermen in the Paracel Islands. The Chinese 

government claims that since the Paracel Islands are Chinese waters, the 

fishermen were trespassing Chinese territory. 

June 2012 

Vietnam passes the Vietnam Law on Contested Islands, claiming sovereignty 

over the Spratly and Paracel Islands. The Chinese foreign ministry responds by 

stating “Vietnam’s Maritime Law, declaring sovereignty and jurisdiction over the 

Paracel and Spratly Islands, is a serious violation of China’s territorial 

sovereignty...China expresses its resolute and vehement opposition.” 

January 2013 
The Philippines officially initiates arbitration with the International Tribunal for 

the Law of the Sea at The Hague. The country intends to challenge China’s 
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maritime claims in the South China Sea under the UNCLOS. China refuses to 

respond to the Philippines’ proposal. 

April 2014 

Chinese vessels carry sand to transform the submerging Mischief Reef into an 

island. Former US President Barack Obama visits Manila to sign a Defence Co-

operation Agreement with the Philippines, providing the Philippines with US 

troops in the maritime area.  

July 2016 

A tribunal of five judges at the Hague-based Permanent Court of Arbitration 

issues a unanimous ruling in favor of the Philippines in the court case the 

Republic of Philippines v. The People’s Republic of China, filed in 2013 by the 

Philippines. China rejects the ruling. 

April 2016 China starts to operate a new lighthouse in Subi Reef. 

July 2016 
ASEAN issues a joint statement expressing their commitment to promote peace 

and security in the South China Sea region. 

December 2018 
A violent clash between Vietnamese fishermen and Chinese coast guard ships 

while fishing Paracel Islands in the South China Sea is reported.  

 

Relevant UN Treaties and Events 

● United Nation Convention on the Law of the Seas (UNCLOS), 10 December 1982 

● Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea, 4 November 2002 

● Oceans and the law of the sea, 5 April 2012 (A/RES/66/231) 

● Oceans and the law of the sea 29 January 2013 (A/RES/67/5) 

● Implementation of the Declaration of the Indian Ocean as a Zone of Peace, 9 December 2013 

(A/RES/68/24) 

● Oceans and the law of the sea, 27 February 2014 (A/RES/68/70) 

● Ruling established by the UN Tribunal established under UNCLOS in favor of the Philippines, 12 

July 2016 

 

Previous Attempts to Solve the Issue 

The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) could be considered a 

previous attempt to solve this issue because it aims to provide a uniform guideline concerning the 

regulation of resource allocation and territory borders of oceans and seas. In fact, a primary reason for 

its establishment is, arguably, concern over China’s nine-dash line. Under the agreement, the line would 

violate international law and thus be deemed illegitimate. The UNCLOS defined many key terms that are 

used in international maritime discussions, including the 200 nautical mile EEZ and 12 nautical mile 

https://undocs.org/A/RES/66/231
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/67/5
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/68/24
https://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/generalassembly/docs/globalcompact/A_RES_68_70.pdf
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territorial waters. With 60 ratifications, the UNCLOS had garnered considerable global support in 1982. 

However, China intends to challenge the UNCLOS’s legitimacy. The issue with the UNCLOS was not 

necessarily the contents of the document itself but rather the United Nations’ lack of enforcement in 

regards to its policies. Although major parties in the issue such as China, Vietnam, and the Philippines 

have all ratified the agreement, most maritime violations have gone unregulated. However, the UNCLOS 

is an example of intergovernmental cooperation that could potentially yield results if countries were 

incentivized to properly abide by its policies. 

The Code of Conduct (COC) is an agreement proposed by ASEAN members and China to 

regulate actions in the South China Sea. Its first draft was proposed in August 2018, and a statement in 

November 2019 declared that China and involved ASEAN parties would finalize the agreement within 

three years. Since the adoption of its predecessor, the Declaration on the Conduct of Parties (DOC), in 

2011, the COC is seen as one of the leading attempts to resolve the ongoing conflict through diplomatic 

talks. However, according to Carl Thayer, an emeritus professor at the University of New South Wales, 

negotiations over a concrete set of regulations on the COC have proven difficult for a variety of reasons: 

“the undefined geographic scope of the South China Sea; disagreement over dispute settlement 

mechanisms; different approaches to conflict management (self-restraint, mutual trust, and confidence 

building); and the undefined legal status of the COC.” As a result of such obstacles to negotiation, 

involved parties are currently discussing whether to extend the three-year deadline.  

 

Possible Solutions 

One of the most viable solutions would be to strictly regulate violations of international 

agreements, seeing as several “illegal” actions have been ignored under the UN. For example, even 

though the UN has repeatedly condemned militarization, barely any consequences were imposed upon 

China for forming naval bases along the Filipino-controlled islands. Better execution of international 

agreements such as the UNCLOS and the ruling of the Permanent Court of Arbitration concerning the 

nine-dash line is necessary if the UN hopes countries will also abide by future agreements. Additionally, 

combatting increased militarization is of utmost importance, especially since the issue is likely to prolong 

itself and parties are currently reluctant to compromise. The UN General Assembly could issue 

statements to discourage militarization, the UN Security Council could negotiate on a more heavy-

handed approach on the issue, and the UN International Court of Justice (ICJ) could settle disputes 

between individual countries over the issue of militarization. Although these actions deal with the after-

effects of existing tensions, it is vital to maintaining overall stability within the region amidst political 

negotiations that are unlikely to yield results in the near future. When crafting resolutions, delegates 
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should bear in mind the non-binding nature of the General Assembly and some international treaties and 

thus the difficulties to enforce certain United Nations decisions. 

Another short term solution would be to settle sub-disputes between individual parties. This 

includes the issues of fishing grounds, natural gas allocation, military drills, shipping lines, and trade 

routes. If successful, this could mitigate pre-existing political tensions and bring countries closer to 

negotiation on the territorial issue itself. As the conflict of the South China Sea is quite a multifaceted 

one, countries could begin peaceful talks on smaller issues such as resource allocation and gradually 

work towards large scale discussions.  

In addition to the aforementioned immediate approaches, delegates could also construct long 

term negotiation plans to alleviate the conflict altogether. This can be done through several methods 

depending on how much countries are willing to compromise and discuss. Hosting routine negotiations, 

although a generic approach to conflicts like these, is a viable option since the lack of communication 

between rival nations is a primary contributor to the worsening condition of the South China Sea conflict. 

Such discussions could be moderated by third party arbiters such as the United Nations itself or a group 

of international judges. Another way to nip the issue in the bud would be to settle the fundamental 

disparities between countries and the foundations for their arguments. Seeing as most countries base 

their claims on two different approaches, the UNCLOS and historical ties, resolving this difference is vital 

to opening doors for more compromise. One way of doing so would be to reassess the legitimacy of 

each argument and determine which framework to use as a guideline for determining territorial 

waters/EEZ borders. Perhaps a mutually beneficial framework specifically catered to the South China 

Sea conflict could also be compiled at a joint meeting between involved parties. 

Given the deeply-rooted tensions over the South China Sea that may take decades to fully 

resolve, it is especially important to consider both short-term and long-term solutions. Perhaps the most 

viable option so far would be to seek ways to seize military action and further breach of existing legal 

frameworks. 
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