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Letter from the Secretary General 

 

Esteemed Participants, 

 

 My name is Asmin Nupel AKINCI and I am more than honored to serve 

as the Secretary-General for the inaugural session of Beştepe Schools Model 

United Nations 2019. I would like to welcome you to our family on behalf of 

our Director-General İl Deniz Ezgi Bayca and every member of the Academic 

and Organization teams. 

 

         Throughout the making of BESTMUN, our aim was to provide all 

participants with an exceptional, high-class experience and give them a different 

perspective on the current issues of the world around them. We envision our 

participants to become future diplomats in virtue of the knowledge and 

negotiation skills BESTMUN will contribute to them. I can assure you that both 

our organization and academic teams are working tirelessly in order for you to 

have an excellent conference. 

 

 The United Nations Security Council will discuss the Militarisation of the 

Arctic which is a crucial topic in today’s world. The contents of this guide, the 

procedure and the general idea of simulating the Security Council in BESTMUN 

is only possible thanks to my dearest friend and the Under-Secretary-General 

responsible, Erenay Karacan. I have never seen anyone as dedicated and as 

enthusiastic as you are. I cannot express enough how grateful I am for 

everything you have done for this conference and all the hardwork you have put 

in.  

 

 I advise all the participants to be well-prepared for the conference and 

study their guides very well. Do not forget that our academic and organization 

teams are always ready to assist you before, during and after the conference. 

Should you have any questions, please do not refrain from asking. I cannot wait 

to meet all of you at the conference. We will most certainly make sure that you 

experience the best. I wish you all luck and success. 

 

Asmin Nupel AKINCI 

Secretary-General of  BESTMUN’19 
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Letter from the Under- Secretary General  

 

Highly esteemed participants, 

 

I have the honour to welcome you to the first session of BESTMUN and 

to the United Nations Security Council. My name is Erenay Karacan. I am a 

12th grade student in Bilfen College and I will be serving as the Under Secretary 

General of the Security Council. 

 

In this session of the Security Council, we tried something quite 

experimental and unique to its kind. I tried to adapt the original procedure of the 

Council as much as I could to a four day- lasting conference. Therefore, 

members of the Security Council will be the first ones to experience that close of 

an adaptation. And for that purpose, I see the members of the Council as the 

pioneers of a better MUN community. These four days ahead of us, will be 

carried out by the Secretariat with great efforts to make participants experience 

the real taste of diplomacy firsthand.  

 

The provisional agenda for the planned session will be the "Militarisation 

of the Arctic" and in this report of mine you will find sufficient information to 

be able to find applicable solutions to the problem. I wish all of you luck and 

hope to see you in the conference. 

Please note that the rules of procedure is different than the usual Harvard 

procedure and bear in mind that members are obligated to read the Rules of 

Procedure published for the Security Council. 

 

Kindest Regards, 

 

Erenay KARACAN 

Under-Secretary-General responsible for the United Nations Security Council 
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I. Introduction to the Committee 

  

United Nations Security Council, is one of the main six organs of the United Nations 

and is often considered to be the most important principal of all. UN Security Council, is the 

most important international authority, by means of passing sanctions and imposing 

provisional decisions to the international community in order to ensure the peace and 

prosperity in the world. The object of the following pages is to give appropriate information 

regarding to the general structure, composition, duties, aims and capabilities of the United 

Nations Security Council. 

 

A) Foundation of the United Nations Security Council: 

 Showing similarity as the United Nations as a whole, Security Council was established 

following the inadequate attempts made by the League of Nations, and the failure of the 

organization to prevent the World War II. Once the World War II seemed to end sooner than 

most of the politicians expected, international community, mainly the Allies and their bloc, 

started the international negations in order to establish such an organization, that was to be 

effective, by means of preventing another major and devastating conflict to happen. 

Therefore, many conferences were held in order to establish the United Nations. 

 a) Establishment of the United Nations:  

 The attempts of creating an international authority, to prevent major conflicts from 

happening, and to solve international disputes with diplomatic negations started almost a 

century prior to the establishment of the United Nations in 1945. Many international treaties 

were signed and conferences were held, such as the International Committee of the Red Cross 

and the Hague Conventions of 1899 and 1907. However, such attempts before the World War 

I are considered to be inadequate and superficial. After the inhumane tragedies and life losses 

of World War I, the international community decided, that the world must not be allowed to 

suffer from such a disaster ever again. In accordance with the general thought, the League of 

Nations was established in 1919 Paris Peace Conference.  

League of Nations had successfully tackled some major territorial disputes and created 

international structures for areas such as postal mail, aviation, and opium control, some of 
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which would later be absorbed into the UN.1 However, the organization had several serious 

representation issues. The colonial peoples, then half of the total population of the world, 

were not represented in the League, and after a couple of years the United States had left the 

organization and returned to the Monroe Doctrine. Germany, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics and Japan were also not represented in the League, which made the 

implementations of the decisions held by the League almost impossible. The League failed to 

act against the 1931 Japanese invasion of Manchuria, the Second Italo- Ethiopian War of 

1935, the 1937 Japanese occupation of China and Nazi expansions of Adolf Hitler, which 

eventually caused the World War II.2 

Earliest plans of creating an international organization, that would replace the League 

of Nations, were drafted by the US State Department under President Roosevelt. It was also 

the President Roosevelt to use the term “United Nations” to describe the organization that was 

in this mind.3 On New Year's Day 1942, President Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill, 

Maxim Litvinov, of the USSR, and T. V. Soong, of China, signed a short document which 

later came to be known as the United Nations Declaration and the next day the representatives 

of twenty-two other nations added their signatures.4 The official use of the United Nations for 

the first time, was also issued with this document.  

As the end of the World War II came closer into sight, the Heads of State and 

Governments of the four Allied Nations; Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United States of 

America, China and United Kingdom; met in the Dumbarton Oaks Conference in 

Washington, D.C. to negotiate the United Nations5. It was the composition of the UN Security 

Council that quickly became the dominant issue. Permanent members of the Security Council 

were selected. The most disputed issue at Dumbarton and in successive talks proven to be the 

veto rights of permanent members. The Russian delegation argued that each nation should 

have a veto that could prevent matters from even being debated, while the British argued that 

nations should not be able to veto resolutions on disputes to which they were a party. At the 

Yalta Conference 1945, the American, British, and Soviet delegations agreed that each of the 

                                                           
1 Kennedy, Paul (2006). The Parliament of Man: The Past, Present, and Future of the United Nations. New York: 
Random House, p.10 
2 Kennedy (2006), p. 13- 24 
3 Hoopes, Townsend; Brinkley, Douglas (2000) [1997]. FDR and the Creation of the U.N. New Haven, 
Connecticut: Yale University Press. p. 1-55  
4 "Declaration by United Nations". United Nations. Retrieved 27 January 2019. 
5  Video: Allies Study Post-War Security Etc. (1944). Universal Newsreel. 1944. Retrieved 27 January 2019. 
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permanent members could veto any action by the council, but not procedural resolutions, 

meaning that the permanent members could not prevent debate on a resolution.6 

 As the absolute defat of the Axis powers came into sight, on April 25 1945, 

international community gathered in San Francisco, by the name “United Nations Conference 

on International Organization” in order to finally establish the organization. In the conference 

were present the representatives of 50 governments of fifty founding members of the United 

Nations and several authorities from non- governmental organizations. By the end of the 

conference, the United Nations Charter was drafted and voted upon.  

Upon the ratification of the charter by five permanent members’ and other 46 

signatories’ governments, the United Nations officially came into existence on 24 October 

1945. On January 1946; at Church House, Westminster, London the Security Council 

gathered for its first session.  

b) Cold War Era: 

 By the beginning of the Cold War between the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

and the United States of America, the Security Council was mostly inactive of performing its 

actual business and paralysed from performing efficient peacekeeping operations. Security 

Council was only able to intervene in unrelated conflicts, which were considered to be minor 

issues7 (A notable exception to this judgement was the United Nations Security Council 

Resolution on authorising a US- led coalition to repel the North Korean invasion of South 

Korea, which was passed in absence of the USSR). 

 Another important implementation of Security Council’s decision acting authority was 

the first mission of the United Nations Emergency Force that was built in response to the 

1956 Suez Canal Crisis. On the other hand, the UN was unable to act against the simultaneous 

invasion of Hungary by the USSR, following the Hungarian Revolution.  

 Cold War, also suspended the conduct of business of the Military Staff Committee of 

the UNSC, which was to oversee the peacekeeping operations and the ways of implementing 

the militaristic orders coming from the Security Council. The committee existed on paper but 

abandoned its work in mid-50s.8  

                                                           
6 Meisler, Stanley (1995). United Nations: The First Fifty Years. New York: Atlantic Monthly Press. p. 10-13 
7 Meisler 1995, p. 35. 
8  Kennedy 2006, pp. 38, 55–56. 
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 By the beginning of the seventh decade of the 20th century, UN started to be more 

effective and acted in more areas, which were considered to be major global disputes at the 

time. In 1960, the UN deployed the “United Nations Operation in the Congo”, the largest 

military force of its early decades, to destabilize the region and restore order to the breakaway 

of the State of Katanga, which was restored to be under control by the Democratic Republic 

of Congo by 1964.9 However, at the time, the international community was kept busy by 

many more urgent and important issues, such as Cuban missile crisis and the Vietnam War.  

 Focusing instead on minor conflicts without a direct Cold War connection, the 

Security Council deployed the United Nations Temporary Executive Authority in West New 

Guinea in 1962 and the United Nations Peacekeeping Force in Cyprus in 1964, which later 

became UN’s longest running peacekeeping operation.10 

 Another important incident, that happened during the Cold War period, was the 

establishment of the People’s Republic of China. Despite of the fact that the United States 

strongly opposed to it; but with the support of many Third World Countries, the permeant seat 

of China, was given to the People’s Republic of China, instead of Republic of China in 

Taiwan. This was the first visible sign of a decrease in the US influence in the UN.  

 With the increasing presence of Third World countries, and the failure of UN 

mediation in conflicts in the Middle East, Vietnam, and Kashmir, the UN rapidly shifted its 

attention to its considerably secondary goals of economic development and cultural exchange. 

By the 1970s, the UN budget for social and economic development was far greater than its 

budget for peacekeeping.11 

 The critics of international community has also started with the change of UN’s 

perspective, from the international disputes that were intended to be resolved with the 

diplomatic assistance of the UN, to the economic and social development of the member 

states.  

 

 

 

                                                           
9  Meisler 1995, pp. 115–134. 
10 Meisler 1995, pp. 156–157. 
11 Meisler 1995, pp. 167–168, 224–225. 
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 c) Post- Cold War Era: 

 After the Cold War officially came to end; with the dissolution of the Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republic on December 25, 1991; UN saw a radically huge expansion in its duties, as 

the peacekeeping authority. It had taken on more missions in ten years’ time in comparison 

with the mission it had in its previous four decades. In the time period 1988 to 2000, the 

number of adopted Security Council resolutions more than doubled and the peacekeeping 

budget was increased significantly in accordance with the increasing missions.12 

 United Nations negotiated an end to the Salvadorian Civil War, launched a successful 

peacekeeping mission to Namibia, and generally supervise and oversaw democratic elections 

in the post – apartheid South Africa and post- Khmer Rouge in Cambodia. In 1991, the UNSC 

condemned the Iraqi invasion of Kuwait on the same day of the attack, and later authorized a 

US-led coalition that successfully repulsed the Iraqis.13 

 Despite of the fact that the UN was primarily established in order to prevent 

aggression by one nation against another, in the early 1990s, UN faced a number 

simultaneous and serious crises, disputes in the nations, such as Haiti, Mozambique, 

Yugoslavia etc. Especially the UN mission to Bosnia has faced international ridicule due to its 

indecisive and confused orders by the time of ethnic cleansing. It was also proven to be 

ineffective, that the UN could not manage to intervene in the Rwandan Genocide in the face 

of Security Council’s indecision.14 

 By the end of the 20th century, the UN authorized international interventions to be 

taken place in a wider variety of forms. UN mission in the 1991- 2002 Sierra Leone Civil War 

was aided and supplemented by the British Royal Marine Corps, and the UN has also 

authorised the 2001 invasion of Afghanistan to be overseen by the North Atlantic Treaty 

Organization.15 

 In 2003, United States invaded Iraq, despite of the fact that the Security Council 

resolution related to the crisis was rejected by the Council, prompting a new round of 

questioning of the organization's effectiveness. 

 

                                                           
12 Fasulo, Linda (2004). An Insider's Guide to the UN. New Haven, Connecticut: Yale University Press. p. 43 
13 Meisler 1995, pp. 264–277. 
14 Kennedy 2006, p. 104. 
15 Kennedy 2006, p. 111 
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 In 2000s, the Security Council has also intervened with peacekeeping operations in 

crises, such the War in Darfur in Sudan and the Kivu conflict in the Democratic Republic of 

Congo. Another important fact, during this period was the expansion of the Non- Proliferation 

Treaty (NPT). After the expansion that was brought into question by the delegation of Egypt, 

the treaty included Israel and Iran, due to increasing hostilities and destruction in the Middle 

East connected to the Syrian conflict, as well as the others. All members of the United 

Nations Security Council were also bound to be signatories of the NPT.16 

 

B) Impact on International Policy: 

 United Nations Security Council was designed to shape the international policy of the 

world and it was also aimed to keep the full stabilization of the world, by means of being the 

ultimate decision-making authority, apart from the individual policies of the member states. 

Despite of the fluctuating authority and questioned competence, Security Council still is the 

most important international organ, to play an effective role on modern day politics of the 

world.  

 Today, almost all of the problems and modern disputes are being discussed in the 

Chamber of the Security Council. Members of Council are therefore responsible for the peace 

and prosperity of the world. Each individual vote in the Council counts for the sake of 

millions of people. 

 

C) Position within the United Nations: 

 United Nations has many subsidiary organs, that are performing on various stages of 

the global prosperity. The aim of each and every institution of the UN is the same: “creating a 

livable and prosperous world for each and every people on the planet”. Charter of United 

Nations list the aims and purposes of the organization as: “To maintain international peace 

and security, and to that end: to take effective collective measures for the prevention and 

removal of threats to the peace, and for the suppression of acts of aggression or other breaches 

of the peace, and to bring about by peaceful means, and in conformity with the principles of  

                                                           
16 "UNODA – Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT)". United Nations. 
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justice and international law, adjustment or settlement of international disputes or situations 

which might lead to a breach of the peace17”. These sentences are also the direct definition of 

the purposes of the Security Council. Although the aims and purposes of the organs of the 

United Nations are all the same, the distinction comes when finding ways to achieve the final 

goal. Each body has a different approach to the problems of the world and each body oversees 

a different aspect of the modern-day problems of the world.  

 Security Council, on the other hand, has to oversee all of the other organs and it is its 

duty to keep all of the aspects that UN is trying to resolve, under order. Therefore, the Council 

has a special place in the organization, by means of the highest responsible authority of both 

the internal affairs within the United Nations and also of the international disputes.  

 

D) Composition of the Security Council: 

 a) Members and the Election Mechanism: 

The Security Council's five permanent members, below, have the power to veto any 

substantive resolution; this allows a permanent member to block adoption of a resolution, but 

not to prevent or end debate. 18 

Country  
Regional 

group  
Current state representation  

Former state 

representation  

China  Asia-Pacific  
 People's Republic of China 

(from 1971)  

Republic of China (1945–

1971)  

France  

Western 

Europe and 

Others  

French Fifth Republic 

(from 1958)  

Provisional Government 

of the French Republic 

(1945–1946) 

 French Fourth Republic 

(1946–1958)  

Russia  
Eastern 

Europe  

 Russian Federation (from 

1991)  

 Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics (1945–1991)  

United 

Kingdom  

Western 

Europe and 

Others  

 United Kingdom of Great 

Britain and Northern Ireland 

(from 1945)  

—  

United 

States  

Western 

Europe and 

Others  

 United States of America 

(from 1945)  
—  

                                                           
17 Charter of the United Nations (1945). United Nations, Chapter I 
18 Fasulo, Linda (2004). An Insider's Guide to the UN. New Haven, Connecticut: Yale University Press. p. 40-41 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Security_Council_veto_power
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Nations_Regional_Groups#Asia-Pacific_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/China
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/France
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/French_Fifth_Republic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Provisional_Government_of_the_French_Republic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Provisional_Government_of_the_French_Republic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/French_Fourth_Republic
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eastern_European_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Eastern_European_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Russia
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Soviet_Union
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Soviet_Union
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Kingdom
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Kingdom
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Kingdom
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_Kingdom
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Western_European_and_Others_Group
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
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 By the time the UN was founded, five permanent members of the Security Council 

were the Republic of China, French Republic, Soviet Union, United Kingdom and the United 

States. There were two major changes of seats since then. Permanent seat that belonged to 

Chiang Kai-shek’s Nationalist Government, namely the Republic of China. However, the 

Nationalists were expelled from the country and had to flee to Taiwan after the end of the 

Chinese Civil War. By the end of the war, the Socialist regime took control over the mainland 

China and the People’s Republic of China was established. In 1971, United Nations 

recognized the People’s Republic and with the General Assembly Resolution 2758, PR China 

was recognized by the UN as the rightful representative of the peoples of China. With the 

same resolution, People’s Republic of China was also given the permanent seat in the Security 

Council.19  

 Second change in the permanent seats of the Security Council was after the dissolution 

of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in 1991. After the fall of the Union, the Russian 

Federation was recognised as the legal successor of the Soviet Union and therefore was given 

the permanent seat in the Security Council. Additionally, France reformed its government into 

the French Fifth Republic in 1958, under the leadership of Charles de Gaulle. France 

maintained its seat as there was no change in its international status or recognition, although 

many of its overseas possessions eventually became independent.20 

 Five permanent members of the UNSC, were all the victorious powers in the World 

War II and they have kept the world’s most powerful military forces ever since then. These 

are the countries that topped the list of states with the highest military expenditures. In 2013 

alone, p5 countries spent over 1 trillion USD on defence, amounting to over 55% of the global 

military spending, whereas the US accounted for over %35 alone. They are also among the 

world's biggest arms exporters and are the only states officially recognised as "nuclear-

weapon states" under the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty (NPT), although there are other 

states known or believed to be in possession of nuclear weapons.21 

 

 

                                                           
19 Meisler 1995, pp. 195–197. 
20 Blum, Yehuda Z. (1992). "Russia Takes Over the Soviet Union's Seat at the United Nations" (PDF). European 
Journal of International Law. 3 (2): 354–362. Retrieved 28 January 2019. 
21 Medalia, Jonathan (14 November 1996). "92099: Nuclear Weapons Testing and Negotiation of a 
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty". Global Security. Retrieved 29 January 2019. 
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 As it is dictated to the Council under the Article 27 of the Charter of the United 

Nations, all of the decisions of the Security Council on substantive matters issue the 

requirement of nine affirmative votes of the Council. Even if the required nine affirmative 

votes of the members of the Council are reached, even a single negative “No” vote, coming 

from the permanent members would be enough to fail the document from adoption. 

Abstentions of the permanent members on the other hand, are not considered to be vetoes 

against the substantial document. However, if it is the question of amending the UN Charter 

or accepting new members to the organization, the members are expected to vote in 

accordance with the UN Charter. Procedural, non- Substantial matters are not issued to the 

veto mechanism.22  

Figure 1.1: Number of resolutions vetoed by each of the five permanent members of the 

Security Council between 1946 and 201723 

 

A considerably early veto by Soviet Commissar Andrei Vishinsky failed a resolution 

on the withdrawal of French troops from the former-colonies of Syria and Lebanon in 

February 1946; with this veto it was established, the precedent that permanent members could 

use the veto on matters outside of immediate concerns of war and peace. The Soviets kept on 

to veto issues including the admission of Austria, Cambodia, Ceylon, Finland, Ireland, Italy, 

Japan, Laos, Libya, Portugal, South Vietnam, and Transjordan as member states to the UN, 

                                                           
22 Fasulo 2004, pp. 40–41. 
23 ^Global Policy Forum (2008): "Changing Patterns in the Use of the Veto in the Security Council". Retrieved 29 
January 2019. 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/e/ec/UNSC_veto.svg
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which delayed their joining process by several years. Britain and France used their initial veto 

to avoid Security Council condemnation of their military actions during the 1956 Suez Crisis. 

The first veto by the United States came into force in 1970, blocking General Assembly 

action in Southern Rhodesia. 

 It is important to note, that a veto can be withdrawn by the issuing member state or the 

General Assembly has also the authority to drop the veto of a member, if the resolution in 

question has the support of the international community and the issue covered in the 

resolution issues a vital importance for the peace and prosperity of the world. With the two- 

thirds majority of the General Assembly, the veto of the permanent member can be dropped 

and the Council can automatically adopt the resolution of the minimum number of votes were 

reached in the respective voting of the Council. 

 Other than the five permanent members, the Security Council has also ten non- 

permanent/ temporary members. They hold their places on a rotating basis, by means of 

geographic region. In the first 20 years period, the Security Council had sic non- permanent 

members, namely: Australia, Brazil, Egypt, Mexico, the Netherlands and Poland. In 1965 this 

number of temporary members was expanded into ten.  

  Aforementioned ten non-permanent states are elected by the General Assembly of the 

United Nations in two-year terms, which starts always on 1st of January, in a mechanism that 

five is replaced each year. In order to get approved, the candidate state must get two- thirds 

majority of the votes that are allocated to the respective geographical region of the state. In 

this mechanism, a retiring member is not eligible for an immediate re-election.  

 Geographical distribution of the temporary seats of the Security Council differ5s from 

region to region. African countries are represented by three representative states, whereas the 

Latin America and the Caribbean; Asia- Pacific Group and West European and Others Group 

by two respective representative members, and the Eastern Europe by one.  

The current elected members, with the regions they were elected to represent, are as follows: 

 Ivory Coast 

 Equatorial Guinea 

 South Africa 

 Kuwait 

 Indonesia 

 Peru 

 Dominican Republic 

 Belgium 

 Germany 

 Poland 
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b) Subsidiary Organs/bodies: 

 Charter of the United Nations, under Article 29, enable the Security Council to 

establish necessary subsidiary organs, sub-committees and other bodies, so that the Council 

can perform its duties and functions properly. This right is also assured and guaranteed under 

the Provisional Rules of Procedure.  Such subsidiary bodies established by the Security 

Council differ strongly among themselves and they are mostly considered to be distinctively 

heterogenous. Examples of subsidiary organs established by the Council in its history can be 

given as: Security Council Committee on Admission of New Members, International Criminal 

Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia and the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda. The 

Sanctions Committees established under the provision of Security Council sanctions, intended 

to be imposed on certain countries, which oversee the process and the acts of certain 

governments in accordance with the sanctions, can also be considered to be the subsidiary 

organs of the Security Council. 

E) Functions and Powers: 

 Charter of the United Nations is pretty open and clear for the functions, powers, duties 

and aims of the Council. Its such duties and aims are written under Article 24 as: “In order to 

ensure prompt and effective action by the United Nations, its Members confer on the Security 

Council primary responsibility for the maintenance of international peace and security, and 

agree that in carrying out its duties under this responsibility the Security Council acts on their 

behalf. In discharging these duties, the Security Council shall act in accordance with the 

Purposes and Principles of the United Nations.” These sentences authorise the Security 

Council to investigate any breach threatening international peace and security; recommend 

ways for peaceful solutions of a dispute; call upon other member nations to completely or 

partially freeze, suspend or by any means differentiate economic relations as well as sea, air, 

postal, and radio communications, or to sever diplomatic relations; and enforce its decisions 

militarily, or by any means necessary. The Security Council also suggests Secretary-General 

candidates to the General Assembly and recommends new states for admission as member 

states of the United Nations.24 

 a) Passive Implications: 

                                                           
24 "Charter of the United Nations: Chapter V: The Security Council". United Nations. Retrieved 29 January 2019. 
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 Showing similarities with the General Assembly, Security Council performs most of 

its duties in passive forms. In the resolutions of the Security Council, it can be seen that the 

Council uses its rights to “suggest, recommend, or encourage” member states to take 

necessary actions. Even using the right to urge the countries to implement a certain provision 

is considered to be a passive implication. However, it is certain to say that the passive 

implications of the Security Council are far more influential and productive than the decisions 

of the General Assembly. 

 b) Active Implications and Peacekeeping: 

 Most important decisions taken in the Security Council are the active implications 

made by the members of the Council. It includes military interventions, applying and keeping 

track of sanctions and peacekeeping missions.  

 UN usually imposes its active decisions with the United Nations Emergency Force. 

After the approval, UN sends the peacekeeping force, gathered with the voluntary 

contributions from member states, to the regions, where armed conflicts have recently ceased 

or paused to enforce the terms of peace and it is usually intended to discourage combatants 

from resuming waging war.25 

 The budget of UNEF is assessed separately from the main UN organisational budget; 

whose annual average expenditures amount to USD 7.54 billion. These peacekeeping 

missions are funded by assessments, using a method derived from the regular funding scale, 

but including a weighted surcharge for the five permanent Security Council members. This 

surcharge serves to offset discounted peacekeeping assessment rates for less developed 

countries. In 2013, the top 10 providers of assessed financial contributions to United Nations 

peacekeeping operations were the US (28.38%), Japan (10.83%), France (7.22%), Germany 

(7.14%), the United Kingdom (6.68%), China (6.64%), Italy (4.45%), Russian Federation 

(3.15%), Canada (2.98%), and Spain (2.97%).26 

II. Introduction to the Arctic Dispute 

 

 The Arctic, is a geographical region of the Earth, which consists of territorial seas, 

internal waters, land, high seas and “exclusive economic zones (EEZ)”. Unlike the other polar 

                                                           
25 Fasulo 2004, p. 52. 
26 "Financing of UN Peacekeeping Operations". United Nations. Retrieved 29 January 2019 
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area of the Earth, called Antarctic, it is under the jurisdiction of so called “Arctic States”. 

Those states include the countries, that have coasts on the Arctic Ocean and/or have territories 

internationally recognised within the Polar Circle.27   

 Planet Earth’s polar regions have always been internationally desired, interesting 

places for centuries due to their rich natural resources. Both the Arctic and the Antarctic have 

plenty amount of precious natural resources, including natural gas and oil. Among them the 

Arctic has a much more interesting place, since the discovery of the Arctic dates weigh back 

in comparison with the Antarctic and in the respected timeline, there have been major 

settlements in the Arctic Islands and inland territories. There also happens to be a lot of 

coastal countries that all have territorial and maritime claims over the Arctic waters and 

seabed. Antarctica on the other hand, have majorly been unclaimed for many years. There are 

several claims made by the first explorer countries, in 8 different regions of the continent; 

however, after the Antarctic Treaty signed on 1 December 1959, the claims of the countries 

have lost their importance and significance. However, the same situation does not apply for 

the Arctic region.28  

There is no internationally recognised and authoritarian treaty, deal or convention to 

regulate the economic exploitation and political jurisdiction in the area. This is mostly due to 

the complex background of territorial claims and disputes in the region. United Nations tried a 

significant attempt in order to safely regulate the activities in the Arctic region, with the 

“United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea” which was meant to supervise and regulate 

the region. However, the expectations, that with this convention the Arctic disputes could 

have been resolved, were not met due to the lack of recognition of the convention. Many 

states, including the United States, did not ratify the deal, despite of the fact that many of 

whom were a signatory to the convention.29  

The lack of an internationally recognised supervisory and regulatory treaty and a 

respective implementing organ of such a treaty, caused the militarisation efforts in the area. 

Many of the coastal Arctic States, deployed land troops and have sent many naval units in 

order to increase their presence in the area, which caused the tensions to rise. The rich Arctic 

seabed was started to be exploited by certain coastal states, although it was condemned by the 

                                                           
27 {{cite web|url= http://arctic-council.org/index.php/en/ 
28 Antarctic Treaty System." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 29 January 2019. 
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antarctic_Treaty_System> 
29 “United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (Annex 2, Article 4)". Retrieved 29 January 2019. 
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UNCLOS (United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea). It was tempting for most of the 

coastal states to also expand their continental shelf claims in accordance with the UNCLOS, 

however such claims of expansions were not met properly due to the fact, that the convention 

is widely unratified.  

In the following pages, the Arctic dispute will be explained in a detailed way, as an 

object of report of the United Nations Under Secretary- General for Safety and Security, to be 

an outliner guide for the representatives of the members of the United Nations Security 

Council.  

 

A) Definitions and Explanations of the Key Terms: 

 a) The Arctic: 

Arctic region, is the area enclosed by the north of the Arctic Circle (North Polar 

Circle: The circle defined by the parallel line with the latitude: N 66° 33  ́39" or 

66.56083°), which is characterised; as means of its climate; by the long, cold winters 

and short, cool summers. Unofficially considered to be the northernmost part of the 

Earth, which includes the Arctic Ocean, the North Pole, territories that belong to the 

Russian Federation, United States of America, Denmark, Norway, Canada, Iceland, 

Sweden and Finland. The area contains many internal waters, glaciers, natural parks, 

high seas, deep oceans, few islands and rich natural resources.30  

 

The region experiences a vast solar radiation all the year, which causes the variation of 

climate across the Arctic. The factor, that the Arctic region is mostly covered with 

continuously freezing and melting glaciers, makes the climate of the region much 

more variable in comparison with the Antarctic region and which makes the harsh 

climate to get milder in certain months of the year.31 

 

                                                           
30 Arctic Cooperation and Politics." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 06 Aug. 2014. Web. 08 June 2014. 
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arctic_cooperation_and_politics> 
31 Riechmann, Deb. "So, How Important Is the Arctic?" Huffpost Green. TheHuffingtonPost.com, Inc., 1 
Jan. 2014. Web. 29 Jan. 2019. 
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Figure 2.1: Polar and Tropical Circles of the Earth32 

 

 b) The Antarctic: 

Antarctic region, is the total area enclosed by the south of the Antarctic Circle (South 

Polar Circle: The circle defined by the parallel line with the latitude: S 66° 33  ́39" or 

66.56083°), which is often considered with the harshest climate on Earth. Unlike the 

Arctic, the Antarctic does not consist of wide oceans and fewer glaciers, but on the 

contrary the region mostly consists of the continent: “Antarctica”. The terrestrial 

structure of the continent makes permanent human presence and settlement in the 

region almost impossible. All of the human population in Antarctica are either a part 

of a research mission group or just tourists visiting the continent.  

 

Antarctica is one of the few places that is not a subject to any jurisdiction of any state 

and not under the regulation of any government, unlike the Arctic. The region’s 

natural resources, which are believed to be remarkably rich, are monitored and 

regulated by the Secretariat of the Antarctic Treaty System, which was created after 

and in accordance with the Antarctic Treaty of 1959, which establishes the region to 

                                                           
32 Exploring Our Fluid Earth, a product of the Curriculum Research & Development Group (CRDG), College of 
Education. © University of Hawai‘i, 2019. 

https://www.google.com.tr/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwiJ86Kwi5PgAhWkz4UKHWFRAWkQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://manoa.hawaii.edu/exploringourfluidearth/physical/world-ocean/locating-points-globe/weird-science-polar-circles-and-tropical-circles-0&psig=AOvVaw1Ifj-OuqoLwUhnFunmJCi1&ust=1548854656633561


 

20 
 

be used only for peaceful and/or scientific purposes and certainly not for national 

benefits by means of economic and military activity.33  

 

 c) Territorial and Maritime Claim/Dispute: 

It is the situation occurs, and also the act itself, that a country makes the claim that a 

certain landmass or an outlined maritime sea shelf is under the sovereignty and 

regulation of the state. As an example, there are eight different territorial claims in the 

Antarctica made by seven sovereign nations. The territorial claims are often expected 

to be backed by some of the distinct criteria. Regarding to legal scholars, there are 

eight different main aspects of claiming a territory: 

 

 Treaty Law (questions the presence of any already been signed treatise, 

deals etc. on the claim) 

 Geography (inspects the geographical state, along with the position of 

the region among the neighbouring countries) 

 Economy (questions the presence of a shared economy) 

 Culture (inspects the traditions, cultures, ways of living of the 

inhabitant in the region) 

 Effective Control (questions who is the respective authority that 

actually controls the region) 

 History (analyses the historical background of the region) 

 Uti possidetis juris (literal definition: “to whom possesses by law”. It 

refers to the doctrine that new boundaries are established along the lines 

of previously established borders) 

 Ideology (inspects the reasons why the region is being claimed)34 

If countries do not reach a compromise with the territorial claims, and do not agree 

with other nations’ claims, the “territorial disputes” occur. Such disputes issue a great 

importance under the business of the United Nations. There is a whole chapter 

dedicated to the solving of territorial disputes. Disputes over such regions may cause 

                                                           
33 "The Antarctic Dictionary:." Google Books. N.p., n.d. Web. 29 Jan. 2019 
<http://books.google.nl/books?id=lJd8_owUxFEC>. 
34 "Land Claim." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 28 May 2013. Web. 29 Jan. 2019 
<http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Land_claim>. 
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of reflect already existing or non-existing frictions among countries, which at the end, 

may even cause a possible military conflict or war.  

 

 d) Militarisation: 

It reflects the process, by which an authority (a country, government, society, other 

communities etc.) prepares itself for a military conflict and other types of violence by 

placing weapons, troops, naval forces, air bases, naval dockyards etc. Militarisation, 

on the other hand, does not necessarily mean that a country wishes to wage war in the 

region or prepares itself for an upcoming conflict, but it can also be exercised in order 

to increase the presence, influence and authority over the region, so that the country 

can gain control over the area. The territorial claims can also be backed up with the 

militarisation efforts, which supports the claim of the country in the region.35  

 

 e) Arctic States: 

Arctic states reflect the countries, that have coastal territories within the Arctic Circle, 

and have direct coastal access to the Arctic Ocean. These states have sea shelfs within 

the Arctic region, as granted the right by the United Nations Convention on the Law of 

Sea. Such countries can be listed as: Russian Federation, United States (though 

Alaska), Canada, Finland, Denmark (through Greenland), Iceland, Norway and 

Sweden. 

 

 f) United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea (UNCLOS): 

It is an international agreement signed on 10 December 1982, which regulates, 

supervises, gives appropriate grounds and rules to the international naval steering, 

maritime claims of sea shelfs, international trade routes and seaways etc. It had 157 

countries as signatory states. However, several countries such as: United States, 

Kazakhstan, Turkey, Libya, Venezuela, Colombia, Iran, Pakistan, Peru; are not a party 

to the convention and are not bound to the terms of it, which makes the convention 

unlawful for such countries.36 

                                                           
35 Park, Cathay. "The Militarization of Childhood." <i>The Question of the Militarization of the Arctic</i> 
(2011): n. pag. 2013. Web. 27 Jan. 2016. 
36 "Law of the Sea as Reflected in UNCLOS: The Overarching Legal Framework." Arctic Knowledge Hub. 
N.p., 2009. Web. 28 Feb. 2016. 
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 g) Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ): 

An exclusive economic zone of a country is defined as being the area of coastal waters 

and seabed, in which the country is fully independent to perform certain types of 

economic activity, like exploitation, drilling, oil extraction etc. The width of a 

country’s EEZ is defined under the UNCLOS, as stretching 200 nautical miles (370.4 

kilometres) from the coast of the country.  

 

Figure 2.2: Maritime Expansion of a Country in the UNCLOS37 

 

This area in the Arctic region is disputed heavily, due to the fact that many countries, 

especially the Russian Federation, has been putting serious claims that the EEZ of 

Russia needs to be wider than the current state. It is hard for international community 

to comprise on the issue, due to the fact that several countries in the Arctic, whether 

do not recognise the UNCLOS or do not perform the terms of the convention.  

B) History and Background: 

                                                           
37 Asia Maritime Transparency Initiative. “What Makes an Island? Land Reclamation and the South China Sea 
Arbitration” <https://amti.csis.org/what-makes-an-island-land-reclamation-and-the-south-china-sea-
arbitration> 

https://www.google.com.tr/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwiYn5f5jpPgAhUMJBoKHa7SCCYQjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://amti.csis.org/what-makes-an-island-land-reclamation-and-the-south-china-sea-arbitration/&psig=AOvVaw2yJ-uzhBz82o09N7wYr7Av&ust=1548855483999616
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 Arctic explorations have a very wide and long history. It is important for the Council, 

therefore, to acknowledge the background of the disputes of the Arctic well, in order to 

properly evaluate and consider the claims made by Arctic States these days. 

a) Ancient Explorations:  

 The first explorers of the Arctic date back to around 330 BC, when the Greek 

explorations took place. Historic records show, that humankind started exploring the northern 

extremes with a Greek sailor named “Pytheas”, a contemporary of Aristotle and Alexander 

the Great, who was on a journey find a source of metal tin. On his journey he finds a frozen 

sea and this discovery is often considered to be the first human contact with the Arctic 

region.38 Pytheas starts his journey from the Greek colony Massilia (today’s Marseille) and 

follows a route to Brittany. From there he goes north to the British Isles and from the local 

population he hears speculations about the mysterious land “Thule” even farther north of the 

northernmost known settlements. Hearing such interesting speculations, Pytheas continues his 

journey up north for six days and finally arrives the Arctic Ocean. It is also believed to be the 

first records of a human experiencing the northern auroras. However, back in Greece, the 

things that Pytheas witnessed during his journey regarded as fantasy and have been criticised 

heavily especially by the geographer Strabo.  

 Although it is now known that it was a Greek sailor to discover the Arctic for the first 

time, the real explorations and settlement movements took place in the Middle Ages with 

Vikings. The first Viking to ever see Iceland, was a Viking sailor named “Gardar 

Svavarsson”, who lost his route due to harsh conditions of sea on his way from Norway to 

Faroe Islands. This exploration quickly led to major wave of immigration. However, due to 

harsh conditions of the Northern Sea, many of the attempts failed to be successful on reaching 

the island. One of such failed attempts was of Gunnbjörn Ulfsson, who got lost in a storm in 

the 10th century, and as a result discovered Greenland Island.  

 Early Russian settlers can also be considered among the first explorations of the 

Arctic. Russian settlers and traders on the coasts of the White Sea, the Pomors, had been 

exploring parts of the northeast passage around the 11th century.39 This fact resulted, that in 

the 17th century they established a continuous sea route from Arkhangelsk to the eastern 

                                                           
38 "ARCTIC, THE". Columbia Encyclopedia, Sixth Edition. Columbia University Press. 2004. Retrieved 2019-01-29 
39 “Arctic Explorations." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 28 December 2018. Web. 19 Jan 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arctic_exploration#cite_note-columbia-1> 
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mouth of Yenisey. This route, known as Mangazeya seaway, after its eastern terminus, the 

trade depot of Mangazeya, was an early precursor to the Northern Sea Route. 

b) Modern Explorations:  

 First modern explorations started with the Age of Discovery in the Renaissance, which 

consists of the quests of the classics, European desire of commercial expansion (by means of 

finding new trade routes on sea). The exploration attempts in this era was hampered by the 

lack of sufficient stable food resources, the limits of maritime technology and insufficient 

insulation of crew members against extreme cold conditions of the north.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.3: Mercator's map of the North Pole (1606)40 

After the Renaissance advancements in cartography, starting from the translation of Ptolemy’s 

Geographia into Latin, to Niccolo and Antonio Zeno brothers’ map of the Southern Arctic; the 

explorations accelerated rapidly and backed up with the motivation of European states, that 

                                                           
40 “Arctic Explorations." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 28 December 2018. Web. 19 Jan 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arctic_exploration#cite_note-columbia-1> 
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they would expand their economic influence through the region. Biggest achievement of such 

expansion is surely to be the discovery of the Northeast and the Northwest Passage. 

 A possible trans-polar route that were to connect the Atlantic and the Pacific Ocean 

had to be established, whether from the west or the east side of the North Pole’s, then 

gigantic, glaciers. First route that was discovered was the Northwest Passage, which follows a 

path from the north of the Hudson Bay to the coasts of Alaska. The first intentions of 

discovering a route to Asia from the north of the Americas, started with the failed attempts of 

John Cabot in 1497. However, with Jacques Cartier's discovery of the mouth of the Saint 

Lawrence River, the interest on such a route was ignited once again. Martin Frobisher had 

undertaken the burden of forging a trade route from England to India through polar seas. He 

made three explorations of today’s Arctic Canada and Frobisher Bay was named after him. 

Being his backer, Sir Humphrey Gilbert wrote a treatise on the discoveries in the Arctic and 

claimed the Newfoundland to the English Crown.  

 

Figure 2.4: Sea Routes of the Northwest Passage41 

The actual explorer of the Northwest Passage however, is considered to be an English 

explorer called “John Davis”. On August 8, 1585, under the employ of Elizabeth I, John 

Davis reached Cumberland Sound, Baffin Island. Davis rounded Greenland before dividing 

his four ships into separate expeditions to search for a passage westward. By the time he 

reached the icy waters, it was reported that the route was penetrable and later on it was done 

so.  

                                                           
41 “Arctic Explorations." Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 28 December 2018. Web. 19 Jan 2019. 
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arctic_exploration#cite_note-columbia-1 Image taken from: National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Database 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Arctic_exploration#cite_note-columbia-1
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Northeast Passage, on the other hand, reflects a much broader term, that consists of 

many different sea and land routes that connect the Norwegian Sea to the Bering Strait. The 

route that passes the Arctic Ocean is called “Northern Sea Route”. The discovery of such a 

route also dates back to the mid-16th century. Following a path similar to his father, John 

Cabot’s son Sebastian organised such an expedition with Sir Hugh Willoughby and Richard 

Chancellor. Willoughby was shipwrecked near the Kola Peninsula, where they suffered and 

died from scurvy. Cabot and Chancellor continued their way into the mouth of the Dvina 

River and the town of Arkhangelsk, where they were greeted by a Russian delegation, sent by 

the Tsar Ivan the Terrible.  

 

Figure 2.5:  Spitsbergen and Svalbard. Portion of 1599 map of Arctic exploration by 

Willem Barentsz.42 

With the delegation they returned to Moscow, where they launched the Muscovy 

Company, aimed to promote trade between Russia and England. Although this was the first 

navigation to penetrate the Arctic to the Bering, it was not until 1878 someone could actually 

establish the full Northern Sea Route. In 1878, a Finnish-Swedish explorer Adolf Erik 

                                                           
42 It is the first time that the Spitsbergen is mapped for the first time, in the Dutch Golden Age of Discovery 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/c/c2/Barentsz_arctic_map.jpg
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Nordenskiöld completed the journey under the Vega expedition and established the Northern 

Sea Route. The ship's captain on this expedition was Lieutenant Louis Palander of the 

Swedish Royal Navy.43  

 The first man to ever reach the North Pole, was not until the beginning of the 20th 

century. On 6 April, 1909 Robert Peary claimed to be the first man to ever set foot to the 

North Pole. It was the claim of Peary that he reached the Pole 

with the aid of dogsleds, however this claim is disputed 

heavily among cartographers and even Olympic skiers. The 

first people to have without doubt walked on the North Pole 

were the Soviet party of 1948 under the command of 

Alexander Kuznetsov, who landed their aircraft nearby and 

walked to the pole.44 The first 

sighting of the North Pole, 

without any doubt, was given to 

the crew of airship Norge, that 

flew over the Pole on 12 May 

1926, in which Roald Amundsen 

was present. Amundsen is the 

leader of the first expedition to 

reach the South Pole, and he was the first person that saw both 

of the Poles. He was also the first to transverse the Northwest 

Passage completely.45 

         The Northwest Passage was also not 

completely penetrated by sea until in 1906, when the 

Norwegian sailor Roald Amundsen, who had started his 

journey just in time to escape creditors seeking to end the expedition, completed a three-year 

voyage in the converted 47-ton herring boat Gjøa. At the end of the trip, he went to the city of 

                                                           
43 Wright, Helen Saunders (1910). The great white North: the story of polar exploration from the earliest times 
to the discovery of the Pole. The Macmillan co. p. 7. 
44 Concise chronology of approach to the poles, Scott Polar Research Institute. retrieved 2019-01-30. 
45 Sale, Richard; Lewis, Madeleine (2005). Smithsonian Explorers: A Photographic History of Exploration. New 
York: Collins. p. 34. 

Figure 2.6: Robert Peary 

and his Sledge, with flags 

at the North Pole 

Figure 2.7: Roald Amundsen, 

taken during the Antarctic 

Expedition 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/9/95/Peary_Sledge_Party_and_Flags_at_the_Pole.jpg
https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/6/62/Roald_Amundsen2.jpg
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Eagle, Alaska, and sent a telegram, to announce his success. His route was not commercially 

practical; in addition to the time taken, some of the waterways were extremely shallow.46 

c) World War I:            

 After the Industrial Revolution, the economic system of the world started changing 

from the bottom drastically. Industrialised nations started doubling or even tripling their 

economies. But as the industrial process went faster and faster, the resources of the world 

seemed inadequate. Therefore, a race to find and acquire natural resources started. In such a 

race, an industrialised country’s motivation was always to find economic ways to strengthen 

its economy. This imperialist race, was a rush for cheap labour, new and open markets where 

the country can influence the ongoing trading, new raw materials etc. In this period, the world 

started building up the grounds of the capitalist economic model.  

 Searching for new markets and new trade routes to increase the global and national 

economy, the British and Russian attempts to open the world a much more direct way without 

a doubt, accelerated the Arctic Sea Routes’ discoveries. Although it was not seen as a 

beneficial way to slide a portion of the maritime trade through the Arctic, several routes were 

established in order to connect Siberia to the South in a more direct way.  

 When the World War I broke out, the Arctic Route was considered to be an 

insignificant route to reach the Russian Empire, by the Germans. However, after the 

Bolshevik Revolution first broke out in Petersburg, the Russian government found itself in an 

extremely difficult position. Britain and France considered the option to send help to the 

Russians through the Arctic, however the maritime technology and climate conditions at the 

time did not allow a big sized military aid to be delivered through the glaciers of the Arctic. 

Instead, the Allies tried to push their way through the Dardanelles in Gallipoli; however, the 

attempt was not successful and especially the British suffered heavy casualties. 

d) World War II:  

The Arctic Routes were much more significant in the World War II, in comparison 

with the World War I. By that time, the maritime technology was in a state to allow ships to 

sail across the Arctic, with the icebreaker systems. Nuclear icebreaker ships were built by the 

United States and the Northwest Passage was completed.  

                                                           
46 "Northwest Passage". The Canadian Encyclopedia. 2006. Archived from the original on 2007-01-02. Retrieved 
2019-01-30. 
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After the Nazi Germany, under the command of Adolf Hitler, broke the Molotov-

Ribbentrop Pact in 1941 and launched the biggest military offensive of all time, “Operation 

Barbarossa” the Soviet Union found itself in a very difficult condition, just like the state of the 

Russians in the World War I. This time Germans were pushing really hard and when they 

finally reached Leningrad and started besieging the city, the Allies realised something had to 

be done in order to help the Soviets. Britain and the United States agreed to start a mutual 

Lend-Lease policy. The route, however, was utterly dangerous. In the Battle of the Atlantic 

from 1939 to 1945, the Germans blockaded the Atlantic Sea Routes from Americas to cut the  

Figure 2.8: US Shipments to the USSR in World War II 

possible aid, from the United States. German submarines were still present in the area, 

however it was weigh more impossible to deliver a lend-lease through the Mediterranean or 

the Baltic. Both seas had the Axis naval presence, and the Luftwaffe was in control of the air 

superiority.  

Considering the dangerous state well, the Allies decided to start the campaign through 

the Arctic Route. It was a brave move, to take the risks of the harsh conditions of the region 

and to suffer the difficult path through the glaciers. Most of the missions at the end were 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/en/2/2c/Map_US_Lend_Lease_shipments_to_USSR-WW2.jpg
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successful and without a doubt, the US- USSR lend- lease mission through the Arctic, 

increased the importance and significance of the Arctic seaways. It also helped the economy 

of the Arctic regions grow. 

Another important function of the Arctic during the World War II, was the strategic 

use of the Siberian bases and settlements by the Soviets. Due to the several military camps 

and bases being located in the Arctic regions of USSR, such as the coasts Kara and Barents 

seas, the Germans targeted these regions as well. 

e) Arctic after the Climate Change: 

Arctic saw significant changes in its climate. The impact of global warming and 

climate change on the Arctic does not need to be explained detailly for our topic, however it 

may be beneficial to note under the Background Section, that the modern-day Arctic climate 

differs from the historical records. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2.9: Sea ice coverage of Arctic in 1980 (bottom) and 2012 (top)47 

One of the most important reasons, that the Arctic has started to be seen as an 

important strategic place of Earth, is due to the decrease of total mass of glaciers in the region. 

As the result of the global warming, the Arctic Sea is nowadays much more accessible than 

the past. This fact allows the trade routes to be established in longer periods of the year. As an 

                                                           
47 This file is in the public domain in the United States because it was solely created by NASA. NASA copyright 
policy states that "NASA material is not protected by copyright unless noted". 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/a/a9/Oldest_Arctic_Sea_Ice_is_Disappearing.png
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example, the Northwest Passage was accessible for only two months over a year, when the 

first attempts to fully penetrate the region were performed. However, nowadays the passage 

can be used for over eight months a year, and this inevitably directs the common sea routes to 

consider an alternative and short way to reach their destination.  

 

III. Territorial and Maritime Disputes 

 Territorial disputes in the Arctic dates back more than a century ago. Its unique 

geographical location, combined with its economic potential value make such disputes 

continuous and unresolved until this day. The attempts to resolve such issues have been more 

significant since the end of the Cold War. New approaches are being tried by the international 

community in this sense.  

 The ground and the seabed of the Arctic, beneath the ice cover, is nowadays known to 

hold a significant amount of natural resources and with the effects of climate change, the 

potential of the Arctic has become much more tempting. Those resources are estimated to 

hold as much as one thirds of world’s total natural gas reserves.  

 In order to maintain presence and issue a significant influence in the region, many 

states started militarisation efforts. For many years, it was agreed among the international 

community, that the Arctic must be a demilitarised, neutral and international zone. However, 

with the expansion of the global warming of the Arctic with the shrinking Arctic Ice Shield, 

and the potential of the Arctic being more feasible each day, the Arctic states started building 

military zones in the area. With quasi-military conflict in Ukraine and Syria, the continuous 

disarmament of the Arctic is endangered and especially Russia has been observed to 

significantly increase its military presence in the region. 

 Territorial disputes arise from various reasons in the region. The continental sea shelf 

reaches much further into the Arctic Ocean, then it does at many other shores making the 

usually applied 200 miles-zone obsolete. The North Pole, for example, is a strategically 

important location in the Arctic, has been claimed by many Arctic states; including Denmark 

and Russia. There are also many important disputes; which require the attention of the 

Security Council, to effectively solve the issue and ensure the disarmament of the Arctic is 

not endangered. 
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A) National Arctic Sectors: 

 It was Canada, based upon the Sector Principle, in 1925, to become the first nation to 

extend its maritime boundaries northward up until the North Pole, at least on paper, between 

the longitudes 60°W and 141°W, a claim that is however not universally recognised [due to 

the fact that there are 415 nautical miles (769 kilometres) of ocean between the Pole and 

Canada’s northernmost land point]. On 15 April 1926, the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet of 

the USSR declared the land between two longitude lines (32°04′35″E to 168°49′30″W) drawn 

from west of Murmansk to the North Pole and from the eastern Chukchi Peninsula to the 

North Pole to be Soviet territory.  

Figure 3.1: Claimed National Sectors of the Arctic 

 

Following these two countries, other Arctic countries followed the same path. Norway 

made its claims to be the longitude lines 5°E to 35°E, as did United States claimed the land 

170°W to 141°W, however this sector contained only few islands; so, the claim was not 

pressed harshly. Denmark's sovereignty over all of Greenland was recognized by the United 
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States in 1916 and by an international court in 1933. Denmark could also conceivably claim 

an Arctic sector (60°W to 10°W).48 

 During the Cold War, Canada performed some controversial acts in order to make 

international community accept and recognise the Canadian land claims in favour of the 

Canadian interests. Canadian authorities sent Inuit families to the far north side of the High 

Arctic as a relocation programme, partly to establish territoriality.49 The Canadian monarch, 

Queen Elizabeth II, accompanied by the Duke of Edinburgh, Prince Charles and Princess 

Anne, undertook in 1970 a tour to the Northern Canada, in part to show to the unconvinced 

American government and the Soviet Union that Canada had certain prominent and decisive 

claims to its Arctic territories, which were significantly strategically important during the 

Cold War.50 In addition, Canada claims the water within the Canadian Arctic Archipelago as 

its own internal waters. The United States is one of the countries which does not recognize 

Canada's, or any other countries', Arctic archipelagic water claims and has allegedly sent 

nuclear submarines under the ice near Canadian islands without requesting permission.51 

 

B) Extended Continental Shelf Claims: 

 United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea, launched a significant attempt in order 

to properly regulate the claims that were being made on various sides of the world. UNCLOS 

projected, that any country, who has signed and ratified the convention, has the right to issue a 

national claim on extending the current continental shelf, in ten years after the ratification. If a 

country believes, geographically, the continental shelf of the country, lies beyond the 200 

nautical miles limit, reflected by the UNCLOS, the respective authorities of the country must 

firstly, gather the scientific evidence, showing that the claimed maritime borders, are actually, 

under the terms of the convention, under the regulation and jurisdiction of the state. 

 

                                                           
48 . E. M. McKitterick, "The Validity of Territorial and Other Claims in Polar Regions," Journal of Comparative 
Legislation and International Law, 3rd Ser., Vol. 21, No. 1. (1939), pp. 89–97 
49 Dussault, René; Erasmus, George (1994). "The High Arctic Relocation- A Report on the 1953–55 Relocation 
(Royal Commission on Aboriginal Peoples)". Canadian Government Publishing. p. 190.  
50 Davison, Janet (7 November 2014). "Princess Anne's Ottawa tour will honour 'everyday heroes'". Canadian 
Broadcasting Corporation. Retrieved 30 Jan. 2019. 
51 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 



 

34 
 

 United Nations established a semi-separate body, specifically concerned with the 

continental shelf claims, called “Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf”. The 

Commission does not have the authority to define borders and it is rather a scientific evaluator 

of the claims presented to the international community. It carefully inspects and researches 

the scientific validity of the claims and analyses the evidence being delivered by the claiming 

countries. It merely judges the scientific validity of assertions and it is up to countries with 

rightful but overlapping claims to come to a settlement. On this basis, four of the five states 

fronting the Arctic Ocean – Canada, Denmark, Norway, and the Russian Federation – must 

were due to make their desired claims by 2013, 2014, 2006, and 2007 respectively. Since the 

U.S. has yet to ratify the UNCLOS, the date for its submission is undetermined at this time. 

The fact that the United States did not ratify the treaty, disables US to take active part in the 

negotiations regarding the continental self-disputes and to claim its own maritime boundary.52  

                              Figure 3.2: Sea areas in international rights in UNCLOS53 

                                                           
52 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
53 Permission is granted to copy, distribute and/or modify this document under the terms of the GNU Free 
Documentation License, Version 1.2 or any later version published by the Free Software Foundation; with no 
Invariant Sections, no Front-Cover Texts, and no Back-Cover Texts. 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/7/7d/Zonmar-en.svg
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 Such aforementioned claims to extended continental shelves, if considered valid, give 

the respective state exclusive rights to the sea bottom and resources below the bottom. Valid 

extended continental shelf claims do not and cannot extend a state's Exclusive Economic 

Zone (EEZ) since the EEZ is determined solely by drawing a 200-nautical-mile (370 km) line 

using territorial sea baselines as their starting point. Press reports often confuse the facts and 

assert that extended continental shelf claims expand a state's EEZ thereby giving a state 

exclusive rights to resources not only on the sea bottom or below it, but also to those in the 

water column above it. The Arctic chart prepared by Durham University explicitly illustrates 

the extent of the uncontested Exclusive Economic Zones of the five states bordering the 

Arctic Ocean, and also the relatively small expanse of remaining "high seas" or totally 

international waters at the very North of the planet.54 

 In terms of the official claims, Denmark was the last state due to submit its claim 

earlier in 2015, in accordance with the Parliament’s ratification of the convention in 2005. 

The late coming claim contradicted both the Russian and Canadian claims, which were 

handed over a lot earlier and extended widely outside of Denmark’s Arctic Sector. These  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.3: Lomonosov Ridge with Russian Continental Shelf55 

                                                           
54 "Maritime jurisdiction and boundaries in the Arctic region" (PDF). International Boundaries Research Unit, 
Durham University. 2008-07-24. 
55 “Seafloor #73: Territorial Disputes in the Arctic Ocean”. The Wired. (2010). Retrieved on 30 Jan 2019 

http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/shared/bsp/hi/pdfs/06_08_08_arcticboundaries.pdf
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Durham_University
https://www.google.com.tr/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=2ahUKEwiojMu7y5XgAhWP1-AKHby9Dd0QjRx6BAgBEAU&url=https://www.wired.com/2010/09/seafloor-sunday-73-territorial-disputes-in-the-arctic-ocean/&psig=AOvVaw2sakZvy9cxprn8Kay9tcau&ust=1548940581333981
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claims ignited the dispute over Lomonosov Ridge, which is a highly controversial issue still 

today. The claims were based on the assumption that so-called Lomonosov Ridge, an area of 

shallow waters in the Arctic, is a part of the continental shelf of Greenland. This claim was 

however was heavily disputed, due to the fact that the continental shelf of Russia was 

overlapping with the Lomonosov Ridge, which was a beforehand defined continental shelf in 

accordance with Article 76 of UNCLOS. In addition to that, the strategically important North 

Pole, would fall into the area defined by the Lomonosov Ridge as well. Hence, the current 

understanding is that whoever is able to proof the ridge is part of their continental shelf will 

own the North Pole.56  

 

C) Exploitation of Natural Resources: 

 Arctic is known to hold about a third of the conventional natural gas and oil reserves, 

which makes the are very attractive for exploitation. Especially, the shallow water areas are 

remarkable on this point, since they would offer a cheap exploitation of such rich natural 

materials. In comparison with the drilling missions in the Gulf of Mexico or the Northern Sea, 

they are believed to be much more effective and surprisingly cheaper, if the shrinking process 

in the Arctic would continue as it is projected in the upcoming years. However, at the 

moment, such projects issue a lower possibility, since the ice shield holds still during most of 

the year. That makes the exploitation economically unviable. But the recent shrinking data of 

the Arctic shield suggests that such exploitations will be possible in the future.  

 It is surely, from this point of view, that in the future the Arctic exploitation may save 

many countries’ economies from collapsing, as the reserves of unrenewable energy sources 

are getting smaller and smaller each day. In order to make profits from such a sector, all of the 

Arctic states are trying and pushing their luck to get economic control of the Ocean, as much 

as they can.  

 It is also widely believed, that other than the natural gas and oil reserves, there are 

many other rich resources available, including gold, silver, platinum, iron, zinc, copper and 

deposits of methane hydrates, which is seen as a future energy source. The evident effects of 

climate change and global warming will allow those untouched resources to be made 

available to any nation that owns the right to the region. 

                                                           
56 “Frozen Conflict- Denmark Claims the North Pole” [Online]. 2015. The Economist. Retrieved on 30 Jan 2019  
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D) Transpolar Sea Routes: 

 There are two major shipping routes in the Arctic, that could significantly shorten 

international trade connections, if made navigable. Both of those routes acquired additional 

attention recently, over the course of global warming and climate change. They both became 

navigable for longer periods of time over the year, during the summer months of northern 

hemisphere. This is also due to the climate change and its effects on glaciers and ice shields of 

the Arctic Ocean.  

 The first polar sea route, is the so called “Northwest Passage”, of which it was given 

the historical details to. It is a system of canals, straits, rivers, high seas, internal waters and 

island groups that form a passage, which connects the Atlantic Ocean to the Pacific Ocean, 

through Bering Strait and through the island passages of Canada. For over a century, Canada 

has been claiming the passage to be their own national seaway and claims the waters along 

the way to be territorial waters that are under the jurisdiction of Canada. This claim comes 

along with requirement of Canadian permission o navigate through the passage, if the claims 

are deemed to be accurate.  

  

Figure 3.4: A Part of the Northwest Passage and Canadian Territories Around It57 

                                                           
57 “Northwest Passage Westbound”. Peregrine. [Online]. <https://www.peregrineadventures.com/en-
gb/canada/northwest-passage-westbound-106029> 
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Major opposer to the Canadian claims has been the United States, and all of the 

American governments argued that the Northwest Passage does not belong to any certain 

country and no one needs to have a permission to navigate through it. US recognises the 

seaway to be an international zone, under the international waters. To this sense, the 

Americans have also used the route with ice breaker ships without the permission or even 

notification of the Canadian authorities in 1960s.  

The Northern Sea Route, that follows a path along Russia’s north coast is less debated 

for many reasons. Firstly, it is the less advantageous seaway, in comparison with the 

Northwest Passage. It is longer than the Northwest and is also more expensive to navigate 

through the Northern Sea Route. It profits only several European ports, in terms of economic 

advantages. When navigating thorough the Northern Sea Route, it requires to go up further 

north, which increases the expenses of the journey and increases the chances of facing with 

unbreakable or harder-to-break ice shields on the surface. The harsh climate conditions in the 

north also worsens the journey.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.5: Comparison of the Conventional Route and the Northern Sea Route on 

Connecting the Baltic to China58 

                                                           
58 “What is the Northern Sea Route?”. The Economist. [Online]. (2018). <https://www.economist.com/the-
economist-explains/2018/09/24/what-is-the-northern-sea-route> 
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Another reason, that the Northern Sea Route is mostly undisputed, is that the Route 

vastly lies within Russian territorial waters. This makes Russia uncontrovertibly in charge of 

managing the passage. The passage does, however, offer an alternative route to the Northwest 

Passage, proposing comparable economic advantages, along with its several navigation 

disadvantages. 

E) Arctic Militarisation Efforts: 

Military activity in the Arctic dates back to the times of the Cold War when the Iron 

Curtain between the western world and the Soviet Union, has crossed the Artic twice; once in 

Europe and once between Alaska and the Soviet Union. In the case of a nuclear conflict, it 

was believed that, wide areas of the Arctic would have been destroyed. Therefore, nuclear 

non-proliferation treaties were established in order to keep the Arctic demilitarised and free of 

nuclear armament. 

With the dissolution of the Soviet Union, and the end of the Cold War, a broad 

disarmament of both Russia and the U.S.A. was observed in the area. Recent tensions, 

especially in Ukraine, have, however, induced growing military activity in the Artic. 

Especially Russia has invested heavily in its military bases in the Arctic.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                   Figure 3.6: Russian Military Bases in the Arctic59 

                                                           
59 Mike Nudelman and Jeremy Bender (2015). < https://www.businessinsider.com/chart-of-russias-
militarization-of-arctic-2015-8> 
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In order to ensure that any types of disputes, breaches of international cooperation, 

inter-governmental problems are resolved in a peaceful and diplomatic manner, with reaching 

a compromise and caring for the ecosystem of the region; Arctic states established the “Arctic 

Council” in 1996 with the Ottawa Declaration. Council aims to reach peaceful solutions on 

the Arctic disputes. But the fact there is a polarisation exists between the members (Russia 

and the NATO members) and not every member of the Council is bounded by the UNCLOS 

(as United States not recognising the convention), keeps the Council’s work from being 

efficient. Members of the Arctic Council are: Canada, Kingdom of Denmark, Finland, 

Iceland, Norway, Russian Federation, Sweden and United States of America. As those 

countries being the permanent members of the Arctic Council, the Council also accepts 

observers to the meetings. Such observers and their acceptance date are given below:  

 France - Barrow Ministerial meeting, 2000  

 Germany - Iqaluit Ministerial meeting, 1998 

 Italian Republic - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 Japan - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 The Netherlands - Iqaluit Ministerial meeting, 1998 

 People's Republic of China - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 Poland - Iqaluit Ministerial meeting, 1998* 

 Republic of India - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 Republic of Korea - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 Republic of Singapore - Kiruna Ministerial meeting, 2013 

 Spain - Salekhard Ministerial meeting, 2006 

 Switzerland - Fairbanks Ministerial meeting, 2017 

 United Kingdom - Iqaluit Ministerial meeting, 1998 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.7: Members (Dark Blue) and Observers (Light Blue) of the Arctic Council 
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Nations that are believed and considered to be responsible for the military build-ups 

and operations in the Arctic can be listed as: Canada, the Russian Federation, the United 

States, Norway, and Denmark. In 2007, Russia placed a flag at the exact base of the North 

Pole, and since then, Russia has maintained a military presence. Canada is currently the 

president of the Arctic Council. Since the nation accepted this role, Canada did not hesitate to 

make clear that it intends to firm up its claim to the Arctic region through military means, if 

necessary. In 2009, President George W. Bush issued a U.S. Presidential National Security 

Directive that indirectly argued against Canada’s claim of sovereignty over a portion of the 

Beaufort Sea. The Directive 66 called for the Northwest Passage to be regarded as 

“international water” as well. It has also established its military presence in scientific and 

geographic investigations. Three members of the Arctic Five are members of the NATO. 

These nations are obligated under the organization’s mutual agreement to provide military 

assistance and protection if a member come under attack. Therefore, while the US and Canada 

have their disputes, they have also conduct joint military operations and expeditions because 

they are both NATO members, which leaves Russia out and excluded.60 

The most significant and concerning recent activity outside of military practice 

concerning the Arctic region is the growing interest of non- bordering states in the region. In 

May of 2013, the Arctic Council admitted China, India, Italy, Japan, South Korea and 

Singapore into the Council as “observer nations”. Even though observer nations do not have 

voting privileges, they are permitted to oversee its proceedings. Because they are in the Arctic 

Council, they have some control over decisions upon the Arctic, even though it may be 

minimal.  

China has held the most intense interests towards the Arctic region. It has begun to 

invest heavily in the Arctic, expanding its research and scientific polar institute to collaborate 

with already existing institutes. In December, 2013, Russia announced that it intended to 

make the Arctic a priority region for its navy in 2014. The United States has followed suit. It 

is only a matter of time before the other nations in the Arctic Five make similar public 

statements, building up the military bases and exercises in the Arctic. 

 

 

                                                           
60 “Militarization of the Arctic”. Chloe Aung (2016). [Online]. Retrieved 30 Jan 2019 
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Figure 3.8: Arctic Militarisation Map61 

                                                           
61 Compiled by Sophie des Beauvais Sources: International Institute for Strategic Studies, The Arctic Institute, 
Business Insider, Canadian Army, Scandinavian defense forces. Designed by Meehyun Nam-Thompson and 
Matthew DeMello 



 

43 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3.9: Statistical Information regarding the Militarisation of the Arctic 
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F) Major Parties Involved and Their Views: 

Russian Federation 

Russia ratified the UNCLOS in 1997 and had through 2007 to make a claim to an 

extended continental shelf. 

Russia’s main aim has been maintaining its influence and control in the Arctic region. 

This influence, it seeks with military implementations. There have been many implications of 

Russia, by means of building military bases along the northern coastline Siberia. Russia 

wishes to utilise the Arctic’s natural resources, use the seas as a transport system in Russia’s 

interests and promote the Northern Sea Route to gain profits from the trade. In order to 

achieve its goals, Russia has been taking major military advances to increase their presence in 

the Arctic Region. 

Russia’s territorial claims to the Arctic started in April, 1926, on the lands between 

32º04’35” E and 168º49’30” W applying to islands and lands within this region. And since 

the time it enacted the UNCLOS, Russia is claiming a large extended continental shelf as far 

as the North Pole based on the Lomonosov Ridge within their Arctic Sector.  Moscow 

believes the eastern Lomonosov Ridge is a part of the Eurasian tectonic plate and an extension 

of the Siberian continental shelf. The Russian claim does not cross the Russia-US Arctic 

sector demarcation line, nor does it extend into the Arctic sector of any other Arctic coastal 

state.  

On December 20, 2001, Russia made an official submission into the UN Commission 

on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in accordance with the United Nations Convention on 

the Law of the Sea (article 76, paragraph 8). In the document it is proposed to establish the 

outer limits of the continental shelf of Russia beyond the 200-nautical-mile (370 km) 

Exclusive Economic Zone, but within the Russian Arctic sector. The territory claimed by 

Russia in the submission is a large portion of the Arctic within its sector, extending to but not 

beyond the geographic North Pole. One of the arguments was a statement that Lomonosov 

Ridge, an underwater mountain ridge passing near the Pole, and Mendeleev Ridge on the 

Russian side of the Pole are extensions of the Eurasian continent. In 2002 the UN 
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Commission neither rejected nor accepted the Russian proposal, recommending additional 

research.62 

On August 2, 2007, a Russian expedition called Arktika 2007, composed of six 

explorers led by Artur Chilingarov, employing MIR submersibles, for the first time in history 

descended to the seabed at the North Pole. There they planted a Russian flag and took water 

and soil samples for analysis, continuing a mission 

to provide additional evidence related to the 

Russian extended continental shelf claim including 

the mineral riches of the Arctic.63 This was part of 

the ongoing 2007 Russian North Pole expedition 

within the program of the 2007–2008 International 

Polar Year.  

The expedition aimed to establish that the 

eastern section of seabed passing close to the Pole, 

known as the Lomonosov Ridge, is in fact an 

extension of Russia's landmass. The expedition 

came as several countries are trying to extend their 

rights over sections of the Arctic Ocean floor. Both 

Norway and Denmark are carrying out surveys to 

this end. Vladimir Putin made a speech on a 

nuclear icebreaker on 3 May 2007, urging greater efforts to secure Russia's "strategic, 

economic, scientific and defence interests" in the Arctic.64 

In mid-September 2007, Russia's Natural Resources Ministry issued a statement: 

“Preliminary results of an analysis of the earth crust model examined by the Arktika 2007 

expedition, obtained on September 20, have confirmed that the crust structure of the 

Lomonosov Ridge corresponds to the world analogues of the continental crust, and it is 

therefore part of the Russian Federation's adjacent continental shelf.”65 

                                                           
62 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
63 The Battle for the Next Energy Frontier: The Russian Polar Expedition and the Future of Arctic Hydrocarbons, 
by Shamil Yenikeyeff and Timothy Fenton Krysiek, Oxford Institute for Energy Studies, August 2007 
64 ITAR-TASS (English) 0602 GMT 03 May 2009 
65 "Lomonosov Ridge, Mendeleyev elevation part of Russia's shelf – report". Interfax Moscow. 2007-09-20. 
Archived from the original on May 25, 2011. Retrieved 2019-01-30. 

Figure 3.10: MIR Submersible 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/0/02/Mir_front.jpg
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On August 4, 2015, Russia submitted additional data in support of its bid, containing 

new arguments based on "ample scientific data collected in years of Arctic research", for 

territories in the Arctic to the United Nations. Through this bid, Russia is claiming 1.2 million 

square kilometres (over 463,000 square miles) of Arctic sea shelf extending more than 350 

nautical miles (about 650 kilometres) from the shore.66 In February 2016 additional data was 

submitted by Russian Minister of Natural Resources and Environment Sergey Donskoy. After 

the expedition "Arktika 2007" Russian researchers collected new data reinforcing Russia's 

claim to part of the sea bottom beyond the 200-mile zone within its entire Arctic sector, the 

North Pole area included. On August 9, 2016 the UN Commission on the Limits of the 

Continental Shelf started working on the issue.67 

Canada 

Canada has ratified the UNCLOS on 7th of November 2003 and also filed its claim 

over an extended continental shelf before the end of 2013. It made quite a controversy, when 

Canada announced, as of December 2013, that they are claiming an extension to its territorial 

waters and continental shelf, including the North Pole.  

In response to the aforementioned 

Russian Arktika 2007 expedition, 

Foreign Secretary of Canada, Peter 

MacKay stated: “This is posturing. This 

is the true north strong and free, and 

they're fooling themselves if they think 

dropping a flag on the ocean floor is 

going to change anything... This isn't the 

14th or 15th century.”68 As a response, 

the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the 

Russian Federation Sergei Lavrov said: 

“When pioneers reach a point hitherto 

unexplored by anybody, it is customary 

to leave flags there. Such was the case on the Moon, by the way... We from the outset said 

                                                           
66 "Russia to UN: We are claiming 463,000 square miles of the Arctic". Business Insider. Retrieved 2019-01-30. 
67 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
68 Reynolds, Paul (2008-05-29). "Trying to head off an Arctic 'gold rush'". BBC News.  

Figure 3.11: Russian Flag Being Placed at the 

North Pole 
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that this expedition was part of the big work being carried out under the UN Convention on 

the Law of the Sea, within the international authority where Russia's claim to submerged 

ridges which we believe to be an extension of our shelf is being considered. We know that 

this has to be proved. The ground samples that were taken will serve the work to prepare that 

evidence."69  

On 25 September, 2007 Canada’s Prime Minister Stephen Harper announced that he 

was assured by the Russian President Vladimir Putin that neither offence nor “violation of 

international understanding or and Canadian sovereignty” was intended.70 Harper promised to 

advise the Crown to defend Canada's claimed sovereignty by building and operating up to 

eight Arctic patrol ships, a new army training centre in Resolute Bay, and the refurbishing of 

an existing deep-water port at a former mining site in Nanisivik.71 

Canada has built two military bases in the Canadian Arctic, as it has been announced 

by the Prime Minister Harper. To that end, Canada is trying to increase its presence in the 

Arctic and when deemed necessary to arm the area, the nation stands ready to deliver 

necessities. It was mentioned before72, that Canada also claims all of the Northwest Passage to 

its own territorial waters, and demands the right of giving permission to any vessel, that wish 

to navigate through the Northwest Passage.  

Denmark 

Denmark ratified UNCLOS on 16 November 2004 and had through 2014 to file a 

claim to an extended continental shelf.  

The Kingdom of Denmark then declared, that ratifying UNCLOS did not change 

Denmark's position that the Danish straits including the Great Belt, the Little Belt, and the 

Danish part of Øresund, formed on the foundation of the Copenhagen Treaty of 1857 are 

legally Danish territory, and – as set out in the treaty section of the United Nations Office of 

Legal Affairs – this should remain so.73 Consequently, Denmark considers the Copenhagen 

                                                           
69 "Transcript of Remarks and Replies to Media Questions by Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs Sergey Lavrov 
at Joint Press Conference with Philippine Foreign Affairs Secretary A". 
70 Lackenbauer, P. Whitney; Morrisson, William; Poelzer, Greg (2008). Arctic Front: Defending Canada in the Far 
North. Thomas Allen Publishers. pp. 109 
71 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
72 See III/D: Transpolar Sea Routes 
73 "United Nations Oceans & Law of the Sea". 12 July 2011.  
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48 
 

Convention to apply solely to the waterways through Denmark proper and not the North 

Atlantic.  

Greenland, an autonomous country within the Kingdom of Denmark, has the nearest 

coastline to the North Pole, and Denmark argues that the Lomonosov Ridge is in fact an 

extension of Greenland.74 Danish project included LORITA-1 expedition in April–May 

200675 and included tectonic research during LOMROG expedition, which were part of the 

2007–2008 International Polar Year program.76 It comprised the Swedish icebreaker Oden 

and Russian nuclear icebreaker NS 50 Let Pobedy. The latter led the expedition through the 

ice fields to the research location.77 Further efforts at geological study in the region were 

carried out by the LOMROG II expedition, which took place in 2009, and the LOMROG III 

expedition, launched in 2012. 78 

On 14 December 2014 Denmark claimed an area of 895,000 km2 extending from 

Greenland past the North Pole to the limits of the Russian Exclusive Economic Zone. Unlike 

the Russian claim which is generally limited to the Russia sector of the Arctic, the Danish 

Claim extends across the North Pole and into Russia's sector.79 

Norway 

Norway has ratified the UNCLOS on 24 June 1996, much earlier in comparison with 

the other Arctic states, and filed its claims over an extended continental shelf before 2006. 

On 27 November 2006, Norway made its official enquiry to the UN Commission on 

Limits of Continental Shelf, being in accordance with the UNCLOS. There were arguments 

provided, that Norwegian seabed claim should have been extended beyond 200 nmi. EEZ in 

three areas of the north-eastern Atlantic and the Arctic. The extension covered: the “Loop 

Hole” in the Barents Sea, the Western Nansen Basin in the Arctic Ocean and the “Banana 

                                                           
74 "Territorial claims – The Right Arctic". Arcticcontroversy.weebly.com. Retrieved 2019-01-30. 
75 Kontinentalsokkelprojektet. "LORITA-1 (Lomonosov Ridge Test of Appurtenance)". A76.dk. Archived from the 
original on 2009-03-26. 
76 "LOMROG – Lomonosov Ridge off Greenland". Geo.su.se. Archived from the original on 2011-09-30. 
77 Kontinentalsokkelprojektet. "LOMROG 2007 cruise with the Swedish icebreaker Oden north of Greenland". 
A76.dk. Archived from the original on 2009-04-13.  
78 "LOMROG III expedition in 2012 with the Swedish icebreaker Oden". The Continental Shelf Project. 
79 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
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Hole” in the Norwegian Sea.80  Upon such claims Russia and Norway have enacted an 

agreement on the Barents Sea, ending a 40-year conflict over the dispute.81 

United States 

United States have not yet ratified the UNCLOS, although it signed the convention. 

Therefore, it does not have the right to issue a claim over the maritime boundaries. United 

States defends that the Arctic should be a demilitarised, international, safe and neutral zone. It 

also does not recognise the Canadian claims, that the Northwest Passage should be under the 

control of Canada. US even ordered a nuclear ice-breaker ship to pass the Northwest Passage 

without the permission or notification of the Canadian Government.  

China 

China has achieved a permanent observer of the Arctic Council since May 2013. Even 

though it is not a bordering nation of the Arctic Ocean or the North Pole, China is trying to 

position itself not to be excluded from access to the Arctic. There is an increased number of 

Chinese researchers in the Arctic Region. In March 2010, Chinese Rear Admiral Yin Zhuo 

stated that “The Arctic belongs to all the people around the world, as no nation has 

sovereignty over it. China must plan an indispensable role in Arctic exploration as we have 

one-fifth of the world’s population.” However, China is unlikely to achieve the status of an 

EEZ. In 1996, China joined the International Arctic Science Committee that aids in Arctic 

Research. It is documented that China spends much more time than the United States on 

Arctic research. Two Chinese vessels have traversed the Northeast Passage in 2012 and 

2014.82 

G) Disputed Territories: 

a) Hans Island: 

 Hans Island is situated in the Nares Strait, a waterway that runs between Ellesmere 

Island (the northernmost part of Nunavut, Canada) and Greenland. The small uninhabited 

island, sized 1.3 km2, was named for Greenlandic Arctic traveller Hans Hendrik. 

 

                                                           
80 "Continental Shelf – submission to the Commission by Norway". un.org. Retrieved 30 Jan 2019. 
81 "Treaty on Maritime Delimitation and Cooperation in the Barents Sea and the Arctic Ocean" Norwegian 
Government, 15 September 2010. 
82 “Militarization of the Arctic”. Chloe Aung (2016). [Online]. Retrieved 30 Jan 2019 
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 In 1973, Canada and Denmark negotiated the geographic coordinates of the its sea 

shelf and settled on a delimitation treaty that was enacted by the United Nations on 17 

December 1973. Treaty lists 127 points from the Davis Strait to the end of Robeson Channel, 

where Nares Strait runs into Lincoln Sea; the border is defined is defined by geodesic lines 

between these points. However, the treaty does not draw a line from point 122 (80°49′2″N 

66°29′0″W) to point 123 (80°49′8″N 66°26′3″W)—a distance of 875 m (0.54 mi). Hans 

Island is situated in the centre of this area.83 

 In years 1984, 1988, 1995 and 2003; 

Danish flags were planted in the island and 

the Canadian government formally 

protested these actions. In July 2005, 

former Canadian defence minister Bill 

Graham made an unannounced stop on 

Hans Island during a trip to the Arctic; this 

launched yet another diplomatic quarrel 

between the governments. The dispute 

stands still as an unresolved problem 

today, as both sides claim the island as being completely theirs.  

b) Beaufort Sea: 

 There is an ongoing dispute involving a wedge-shaped slice on the International 

Boundary in the Beaufort Sea, between the Canadian territory of Yukon and the American 

state of Alaska. 

 The Canadian position is that the maritime boundary should follow the land boundary. 

The American position is that the maritime boundary should extend along a path equidistant 

from the coasts of the two nations. The US has already leased eight plots of terrain below the 

water to search for and possibly bring to market oil reserves that may exist there. Canada has 

protested diplomatically in response. No settlement has been reached to date, because the US 

has signed but has not ratified the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 

(UNCLOS). If the treaty is ratified, the issue would likely be settled at a tribunal.84 

                                                           
83 “Territorial claims in the Arctic”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Territorial_claims_in_the_Arctic#cite_note-10> 
84 Abovementioned Source. 

Figure 3.12: Map of Kennedy Channel with the 

disputed island 

https://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/f/f8/Nares_strait_border_(Kennedy_channel).png
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IV. Antarctic Treaty and Parallel Arctic Models 

 Antarctic region has always been a major source of scientific and economic curiosity 

for the nations, just like the Arctic. Although the discovery of the Antarctica is newer in 

comparison with the Arctic, the idea that a continent must exist on the South end of the world 

is not new at all. Just as in the 1st century BC, there were theories present, that a continent 

must exist to compensate the Northern known territories; Europe, Asia and Africa. Such 

speculations led to a large enigma surrounding the continent, and there was no called 

definition of the land that was to be called Antarctica.  

 With the start of the 19th century, there were several expeditions to explore Antarctica. 

With the detailed documentation made during these expeditions, many European countries 

shifted their interest towards Antarctica. Expeditions revealed the fact that there were many 

natural resources, that the industrialised countries may all use for their benefits. The reports of 

Antarctic explorers suggested that the Antarctic region had a high potential, by means of 

unrenewable energy resources; such as oil, coal, natural gas etc. These provisions led a 

conflict of claims among European colonialist states. The main goal of those states, and the 

aim of their claims was to attain direct control over pieces of the newly discovered continent.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4.1: Territorial Claims in Antarctica prior Antarctic Treaty 
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First country to claim the Antarctic to be their own national sovereign territory, was 

the United Kingdom. Many others, including Norway, Argentina, France, New Zealand, 

Australia and Chile soon followed. The reason that more and more nations started showing 

their interest in the Antarctic, not in the least because of the prospect of the many natural 

resources in the continent. This is in essence not very different from the situation in the 

Arctic, where large explorations from Western powers started in a similar time period. 

 

A) Exploration and Claims: 

 By the beginning of the 20th century, claiming undiscovered, unhabituated and 

unclaimed territories were ever more important. Most of the land that were discovered in the 

early times of the Age of Discovery were colonised by the early colonist nations, such as 

Spain and Portugal. Such colonies were even able to declare their own independence and form 

their national governments (Latin American Wars of Independence). Therefore, it was more 

important to the then imperialist nations to find unclaimed territories, in order to enlarge their 

sphere of influence, acquire rich sources of raw materials and find cheap markets to sell their 

industrial goods. With such motivations, nations were on a rush to explore tiny islands in the 

Pacific.  

 Antarctica was, therefore a huge opportunity for all of the imperial motivated 

countries. Although, the continent was clearly unsuitable for any human settlements and was 

extremely infertile; nations were eager to gain benefits from the potential of the continent to 

allow future exploitation.  

  The fact that Antarctica has never had an indigenous population has been a double-

edged sword. It has severely impeded negotiations over the territories, to the extreme that the 

AT was produced in order to settle the disputes. On the other hand, the lack of indigenous 

populations has made the exploration of the continent much easier. This is very different from 

the situation in the Arctic region, where there are indigenous populations, often colonized by 

several nations, most notably Greenland (by the Kingdom of Denmark) and northern Canada. 

 The potential of the Antarctic continent caused a huge set of international conflicts 

over national interests. It came to such a point, that the international community had to come 

together to sign a regulatory treaty to maintain control over the continent and resolve those 

conflicts.  
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As mentioned in the paragraph above, the “Antarctic Treaty” was implemented as an 

alternative to conflicts over the (overlapping) claims and their recognition. The AT is 

designed as an instrument of peace in a time when political tensions severely endangered 

peace in the region. This is the first point of criticism that has arisen against the AT. Its use is 

according to some outdated, seeing as the Cold War ended, and most tensions between the 

claimant states have been assuaged. 

 

B) Articles of the Antarctic Treaty: 

 Article 1 – The area is to be used for peaceful purposes only; military activity, such as 

weapons testing, is prohibited but military personnel and equipment may be used for 

scientific research or any other peaceful purpose; 

 Article 2 – Freedom of scientific investigations and co-operation shall continue; 

 Article 3 – Free exchange of information and personnel in co-operation with the 

United Nations and other international agencies; 

 Article 4 – The treaty does not recognize, dispute, nor establish territorial sovereignty 

claims; no new claims shall be asserted while the treaty is in force; 

 Article 5 – The treaty prohibits nuclear explosions or disposal of radioactive wastes; 

 Article 6 – Includes under the treaty all land and ice shelves but not the surrounding 

waters south of 60 degrees 00 minutes south; 

 Article 7 – Treaty-state observers have free access, including aerial observation, to 

any area and may inspect all stations, installations, and equipment; advance notice of 

all activities and of the introduction of military personnel must be given; 

 Article 8 – Allows for good jurisdiction over observers and scientists by their own 

states; 

 Article 9 – Frequent consultative meetings take place among member nations; 

 Article 10 – All treaty states will discourage activities by any country in Antarctica 

that are contrary to the treaty; 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/60th_parallel_south
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 Article 11 – All disputes to be settled peacefully by the parties concerned or, 

ultimately, by the International Court of Justice; 

 Articles 12, 13, 14 – Deal with upholding, interpreting, and amending the treaty 

among involved nations. 

The main objective of the ATS was to ensure in the interests of all humankind that 

Antarctica shall continue forever to be used only for peaceful purposes and shall not become 

the scene or object of international discord. Pursuant to Article 1, the treaty forbids any 

measures of a military nature, but not the presence of military personnel or equipment for the 

purposes of scientific research.85  

 

C) Effects of the Antarctic Treaty: 

 After the Antarctic Treaty came into force, after 1961, most of the problems that had 

surrounded the continent of Antarctica seemed to have been solved. This means that all states 

party to the AT had resolved not to pursue military interests on the continent, and not to dump 

nuclear fuel. Also, new claims have not been expressed since the AT. However, one problem 

remained: the exploitation of the mineral resources in Antarctica.  

After extensive geographical investigation, it was revealed that Antarctica has many 

mineral resources. In this respect, Antarctica is very similar to the Arctic, since most claims 

on Arctic lands are based on resources. In 1989, there were calls for regulated mining in 

Antarctica, but many states part of the ATS, most notably Australia, refused this. As an 

alternative, the Madrid Protocol was drafted and signed in 1991. The Madrid Protocol is a 

legally binding system that regulates the mining in Antarctica and installs many more 

environmental measures, as does the Protocol on Environmental Protection to the Antarctic 

Treaty. The most important features of the Madrid Protocol are that it states that all mineral 

mining is prohibited except for scientific purposes, it prohibits the entry of any species 

(except for humans), and it commits member states to consult the environmental impact of its 

actions. These are all very important aspects, though they were not included in the original 

Treaty. This shows that the Treaty must be revised constantly in order to cope with recent 

developments. However, the fact that the next review will be in 2048 if nothing else happens, 

                                                           
85 “Antarctic Treaty System”. Wikipedia. Wikimedia Foundation, 07 Sept. 2013. Web. 30 January 2019. 
<https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antarctic_Treaty_System#Articles_of_the_Antarctic_Treaty> 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/International_Court_of_Justice
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shows that the AT is designed to be static. To this problem, many questions arisen: Should the 

AT be a static or a dynamic system, that can adjust to the requirements of the age? Can the 

AT be modelled to create a system for the Arctic? Should the international community take 

action in order to change the certain terms of the AT? 

 

D) Possible Arctic Models:  

 As mentioned in the report several times, the Arctic has some distinct differences in 

comparison with the Antarctic. Arctic is a region, that has been in question for many more 

centuries than the Antarctic. This makes the claims of the Arctic states much more stable and 

valid. It is therefore, so expected, that the Arctic states would be firm on their claims as they 

are in belief that the national Arctic sectors are their own national heritage. Moreover, the 

UNCLOS gives the signatory states a chance to expand their continental shelf claims even 

further.  

 It is also unthinkable, that a static treaty like the Antarctic Treaty would ever work on 

the Arctic region. Arctic needs a dynamic solution for its problems. The Arctic changes much 

faster than the Antarctic, and the AT System is suffering inadequateness of the AT already. 

So, another problem with a solution that can be taken in the Arctic; is that it might not be 

capable of coping with direct challenges and problems in a sustainable way, because it will be 

drafted without knowledge of future developments. This is partly a problem that is addressed 

in the previous paragraph, but also means that policy makers now must not have the 

impression that we can immediately solve the problem for once and for all. A reason for this 

is that many of the threats that we now face, will not even exist in the future, or will be much 

worse. This means that a treaty we draft today, might be considered to be outdated in the 

future.  

 However, such determinations do not necessarily mean, the Antarctic Treaty cannot 

issue a ground for the solutions for the Arctic. Antarctic Treaty, despite of its inadequate 

implications today, is a successful treaty, that ended the disputes over the continent and 

established a peaceful international system to regulate the Antarctica. Its provisions for the 

exploitation of natural resources may be a ground for a possible “Arctic Treaty”, where the 

treaty may suggest, that no exploitation is allowed in the areas except for the national sectors, 

that were approved by a responsible organ of UN (possibly Commission on the Limits of the 

Continental Shelf). Treaty can also suggest, that the militarisation over a certain circle 
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(possibly on the Northern side of the Arctic Circle) is prohibited. However, such basic 

implications would need a comprehensive plan to implement the terms, supervise the process 

and keep the Treaty System “dynamic”, which can cope with the changing conditions of the 

region.  

 A parallel “Arctic Treaty” may also require the establishment of an Arctic Treaty 

System, which is huge source of controversy. The properties of such a system would raise 

questions such as: “what will be the composition of the System? What will be the powers of 

the System and how will the System implement its terms?”. Such questions are a subject to 

the members of the Security Council.  

 Another point, that might be useful to the solution of the problem is concerned with 

the Arctic Council. Arctic Council has no agenda for the militarisation of the Arctic region 

whatsoever. Amending the Arctic Council’s agenda to include the discussion of security 

issues in the Arctic Region may be a significant step for the resolve of the issue. If the Arctic 

Council could have the full representation of not only the Arctic States, but also the 

indigenous people of the Arctic Region, it may also significantly help solving the issue. If the 

Arctic Council establishes a common ground for all nations represented, the question of the 

militarisation of the Arctic Region may be improved. 

 

V. Evaluation of Previous Attempts to Resolve the Issue 

 Many significant attempts of resolving the problem was tried; however, most of them 

failed to be effective and prominent to settle the disputes, end conflicts and prevent 

militarisation.  

 

A) United Nations Involvement: 

  The influence and involvement of the United Nations is limited in this matter; 

however, it can be expanded with proper agreements. The main advantage of the United 

Nations is that the United Nations is a platform of international cooperation where all the 

voices of the parties involved can be heard. It is an existing organ that can help reform the 

Treaty, or at least call for reform. The United Nations of course also wants peace in the world 
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and Antarctica, and can therefore be expected to cooperate with regards to this matter, and 

offer an alternative platform for the member states.  

 The United Nations was also a significant force behind the Antarctic Treaty, which 

implicates that the UN has the experience and the incentive to work on improving 

international cooperation regarding this issue. Concerning treaties, resolutions, and other UN 

documents, there is rather little pertaining to the direct issue of the militarization of the Arctic 

Region. There is however, more on the well-being of the inhabitants of the region, and the 

sustainable development of the settlements, which is in the interest of the parties involved. 

UN has released many legislative works upon this issue: 

 UNCLOS: The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea is, as mentioned 

many times in this report, a crucial legal document regarding this issue. It describes 

what sovereignty can be exercised by a member state over which parts of the sea. It 

also includes maritime law, which makes this document relevant when discussing 

issues of conflict over vessels and oilrigs for instance. 

 Sustainable development of Arctic human settlements, 20th April 2007, 

(HSP/GC/21/5) This resolution stresses the bad living conditions of the indigenous 

peoples of the Arctic. Effects of the climate change and possible unrest movements 

due to the conflicts in the Arctic were also included. 

 General and complete disarmament, 15th December 1989, (A/RES/44/116 L) This 

resolution handles the solving of disputes between member states. It seeks to include a 

better way for member states to come to agreements over territorial claims. 

 The issue of the peaceful settlement of disputes, is also discussed in the United 

Nations Charter itself, more specifically, in chapter VI of the charter. 

 

B) Timeline of Relevant Resolutions, Treaties and Events: 

Date Description of the Event 

 

 

November 1994  

United Nations Convention on the Law of 

the Sea (UNCLOS), establishing 

Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs) of 200 

nautical miles beyond a country’s 

baseline, goes into effect. 
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September 1996 

Ottawa Declaration (Establishment of the 

Arctic Council) 

It is one of the few attempts to directly solve 

the issues in the Arctic. The motivation of 

the establishment of the Council was to 

solve all kinds of problems that may arise in 

the Arctic; however, the Council’s current 

concerns are the contemporary climate 

problems and preservation of the Arctic 

ecosystem. 

 

January 2004 

Oil Discovery 

Researchers find evidence of oil deposits 

just 200 miles from the North Pole. 

 

 

November 2004 

The Arctic Climate Impact Assessment 

In order to monitor the climate in the Arctic 

Region, the Arctic Climate Impact 

Assessment is released by the Arctic 

Council 

 

 

July 2007 

Arktika 2007 

Russia symbolically renews its 2001 claim 

to the Lomonosov Ridge by planting 

a Russian flag on the seabed of the Arctic 

Ocean. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

May 2008 

The Ilulissat Declaration Signed 

Announced on May 28, 2008, the Arctic 

Five met at the political level during the 

Arctic Ocean Conference in Ilulissat to 

discuss the Arctic Ocean, climate change, 

the protection of the marine environment, 

maritime safety and division of emergency 

responsibilities if new shipping routes 

opened. One of the chief goals in the 
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declaration was blockage of any new 

comprehensive international legal regime 

to govern the Arctic Ocean and the orderly 

settlement of any possible overlapping 

claims. However, the indigenous 

populations of Sweden, Finland, Iceland and 

the Arctic people were excluded in the 

Ilulissat negotiations.86 

 

VI. Questions to be Addressed 

 United Nations Under-Secretary-General for Safety and Security calls the United 

Nations Security Council to take an effective, decisive, long-term action in order to settle the 

disputes in the Arctic and stop the ongoing militarisation of the region. Upon this subject, 

representatives have to resolve many questions, such as: 

 What will be the future of extended continental shelf claims, issued by the Arctic 

states? 

 Should the shelves of such countries be expanded? 

 What criteria should be taken into consideration in the areas, where the 

continental shelf claims overlap (i.e. The case of Danish and Canadian 

claims)? 

 What will be the future of the North Pole? 

 

 How can the Northwest Passage dispute be resolved peacefully? 

 Should Canada be given the jurisdiction of controlling and regulating the 

passage? 

 If it is to be considered as international waters, what body should regulate the 

Passage? 

 

 

                                                           
86 “Militarization of the Arctic”. Chloe Aung (2016). [Online]. Retrieved 01 Feb 2019 
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 Is there a way to exploit and manage the natural resources of the Arctic (efficiently 

and sustainably) for the benefit of not just several countries, but for the sake of all of 

the international community? 

 Should the countries be given full permission to exploit the natural resources in 

their respective Arctic sectors and continental shelves?  

 How can the Arctic Council be more decisive on the regulation of the 

exploitation of the Arctic? 

 

 What internationally accepted and recognised terms may be placed by the Security 

Council in order to prevent and regulate the militarisation of the Arctic? 

 On which respective areas the Arctic states should be authorised militarise? 

 Should there be an Arctic Treaty System to regulate the militarisation; if so, 

what should be the scope of such a system? 

 

 Is it the efficient and long-term solution which may settle the disputes and end 

militarisation, that a possible “Arctic Treaty” be drafted and signed by the 

international community? If, so: 

 What should be the terms and provisions of this treaty? 

 What should be the implementing authority of the Treaty (i.e. Arctic Treaty 

System etc.)? 

 How can such a treaty prevent future conflicts, that may arise from changing 

conditions of the Arctic? 

 How can such a treaty be kept dynamic and effective for all future conditions? 

 What would be the different side of such a treaty, compared to the other 

international frameworks and regulations? 

 How can the respective Arctic States be convinced to be party to the Treaty, as 

means of their national interests? 

 

 What decisions can the Security Council take by means of judging the territorial 

disputes in the Arctic? 

 What will be the future of Lomonosov Ridge, Hans Island, Beaufort Sea, North 

Pole etc? 
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 Which international judicial authorities should involve in order to settle 

disputes? 

 Should International Court of Justice get involved in the case, or what other 

organs of the UN may involve? 

 

Members of the Security Council, has a lot of work to do ahead of them. The situation 

of the Arctic seems to be left without solution, unless a respective international authority like 

Security Council involve. Therefore, the role of the Council issues a great importance to the 

subject. Members, should carefully analyse the problem and come up with applicable, 

efficient and long-term solutions. They must never forget the political and geographical 

conditions of the Arctic are unique and requires a new, special and also unique method to 

effectively be tackled.  

 

VII. Further Reading and Useful Links 

 “Militarization of the Arctic political Economic and Climate Challenges”. A case 

study of geographers: 

https://www.ufrgs.br/ufrgsmun/2013/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/The-Militarization-

of-the-Arctic-Political-Economic-and-Climate-Changes.pdf 

 

 Full text of the Antarctic Treaty, from British Antarctic Survey: 

https://www.bas.ac.uk/about/antarctica/the-antarctic-treaty/the-antarctic-treaty-1959/ 

 

 Full text of the United Nations Convention on the Law of Sea: 

http://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_e.pdf 

 

 “Treaty on Maritime Delimitation and Cooperation in the Barents Sea and the Arctic 

Ocean”, issued by the authorities of Norwegian government: 

http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/element/bwmeta1.element.cejsh-b15bc153-84f1-4f47-

88e3-8b0d19941ffd/c/maritime_delimitation.pdf 

 

 

https://www.ufrgs.br/ufrgsmun/2013/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/The-Militarization-of-the-Arctic-Political-Economic-and-Climate-Changes.pdf
https://www.ufrgs.br/ufrgsmun/2013/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/The-Militarization-of-the-Arctic-Political-Economic-and-Climate-Changes.pdf
https://www.bas.ac.uk/about/antarctica/the-antarctic-treaty/the-antarctic-treaty-1959/
http://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_e.pdf
http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/element/bwmeta1.element.cejsh-b15bc153-84f1-4f47-88e3-8b0d19941ffd/c/maritime_delimitation.pdf
http://cejsh.icm.edu.pl/cejsh/element/bwmeta1.element.cejsh-b15bc153-84f1-4f47-88e3-8b0d19941ffd/c/maritime_delimitation.pdf
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