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Introduction:

Never in humanity’s existence on this planet have humans permanently settled in the

Arctic and Antarctic ice caps. However, in recent years, political tensions have increased

between the United States, Europe (or the NATO alliance) and Russia. This has resulted in

the NATO countries and Russia engaging in resource extraction and the strategic deployment

of military troops and bases as a means of protection, making sure each power does not

become too powerful. Currently, the Antarctic Treaty, signed by 54 parties, prevents the use

of Antarctica as a military base and calls for Antarctica to be devoted to peace and science,

the preservation of its environment and to avoid any political tensions from rising by

avoiding the escalation of territorial disputes however this may come to play when the treaty

becomes modifiable in 2048. In the case of the Arctic, however, no real treaties have been

made that prevent countries from using the land for military purposes and therefore since

2014, Russia has already been building military strongholds and conducting military

exercises in the region. Many NATO countries that border the Arctic fear Russia’s buildup in

military force. Others are afraid of the negative consequences it may have on the

environment.

Definition of Key Terms:

1. Militarization: To equip an area with military forces and defences.

2. Treaty: A written agreement between two or more countries that are formally

approved and signed by their leaders

3. Sovereignty: The authority of a state to govern itself or another state.

4. Territorial claims: Claims to own land or sea that is part of another land

5. Undisputed land: Land that is controlled by different countries where the borders set

are not called in question (they are accepted).



Background Information

History of military activity in Antarctica

Since the 1800s several nations, including Great Britain, Australia, Chile and Norway,

laid claim to parts of Antarctica. These competing claims led to diplomatic disputes and even

armed clashes. In 1948, Argentine military forces attacked British troops in an area claimed

by both nations. Incidents like these as well as the increasing interest of the Soviet Union in

militarizing the Antarctic, caused the United States to propose that the continent be made a

trustee of the United Nations. This idea was rejected when none of the other nations with

interests on the continent agreed to give up their claims of sovereignty to an international

organization.

However, In 1959 December 1st, Twelve nations, including the United States and the

Soviet Union, signed the Antarctic Treaty, which banned military activity and weapons

testing on that continent. It was the first arms control agreement signed in the Cold War

period. Since the treaty did not directly tamper with issues of territorial sovereignty in

Antarctica, the signers included all nations with territorial claims on the continent. As such,

the treaty marked a small but significant first step toward U.S.-Soviet arms control and

political cooperation. The treaty went into effect in June 1961 and set the standard for the

basic policies that continue to govern Antarctica. However, it is important to note that the

treaty will be modifiable in 2048.

The History of the territorial claims that have been made on Antarctica and the Artic

Currently, 7 countries have territorial claims on the Antarctic. These include the

nations of New Zealand, Australia, Great Britain, Chile, Argentina, Norway and France.

Australia

The United Kingdom first claimed Victoria Land on 9 January 1841 and then claimed

Enderby Land in 1930. In 1933, a British imperial order transferred most of the territory

south of 60° S and between meridians 160° E and 45° E to Australia.

That part of the territory in the Antarctic seas which comprises all the islands and

territories, other than Adelie Land, situated south of the 60th degree south latitude and lying



between the 160th degree east longitude and the 45th degree east longitude, was declared to

be accepted by the Commonwealth as a Territory under the authority of the Commonwealth,

by the name of the Australian Antarctic Territory.

New Zealand

Following his discovery of Victoria Land in 1841, James Clark Ross took possession

of this territory, along with the surrounding sea, on behalf of Britain. On 30 July 1923, the

British Government passed an Order in Council under the British Settlements Act 1887,

which defined the current borders of the Ross Dependency.

The Order in Council then went on to appoint the Governor-General and

Commander-in-Chief of New Zealand as the Governor of the territory.

British Claims

  The United Kingdom had sovereignty over the Falkland Islands (it is still a British

colony now) in the far South Atlantic in 1833 and maintained a continuous presence there. In

1908, the British government extended its territorial claim by declaring sovereignty over

South Georgia, the South Orkneys, the South Shetlands, the (South) Sandwich Islands, and

Graham's Land, situated in the South Atlantic Ocean and on the Antarctic continent. All these

territories were administered as Falkland Islands Dependencies from Stanley by the Governor

of the Falkland Islands. The motivation for this declaration lay in the need to regulate and tax

the whaling industry effectively.

Other European claims

The basis for the claim to Adélie Land by France depended on the discovery of the

coastline in 1840 by the French explorer Jules Dumont d'Urville, who named it after his wife,

Adèle. He erected the French flag and took possession of the land for France, on January 21,

1840, at 5:30 pm.

The British eventually decided to recognize this claim, and the border between Adélie

Land and the Australian Antarctic Territory was fixed definitively in 1938.

Spanish Claims

Back when the Spanish empire had control over Argentina and Chile, the

governorship allowed Pedro Sanchez de la hoz (an adventurer) to embark on a journey to

Antarctica where he ventured into the western side of the Antarctic. Because of this,



Argentina and Chile claim that they have acquired sovereignty in the western part of

Antarctica which had been recognized by the Catholic church (an almost international

governing power at the time). However, despite the Spanish empire acquiring the sovereignty

of a part of Antarctica, modern Spain has not made any terrestrial claims on Antarctica.

Countries with claims of sovereignty on the Arctic territory are because of their

geographical proximity to the Arctic.

History of military activity in the Arctic

Up until the 21st century, limited expansion (including military expansion) in the

Arctic regions has occurred. This was due to doubts from member nations on the reliability of

using the frozen sea for military purposes as well as on the economic value of the Arctic.

However, in the present era, the warmer climate, new technologies for the extraction of

natural resources for economic gain and military usage, new technological advancements in

creating weapons, transport and bases that are better suited to the harsh environment, and

increasing interest for strategic northern maritime routes are igniting a new great game in the

Arctic.

Current Situation

Growing tensions between NATO countries and Russia

Due to the growing tensions between the US and Russia and Russia’s massive buildup in

military might in the Arctic region since 2014, The United States Army published its new

Arctic strategy on the 20th of March 2016, Titled Regaining Arctic Dominance. The

document states that the Army must “organize to win in the Arctic,” and that the region

represents “an arena of competition, a line of attack in conflict, a vital area holding many

natural resources, and a platform for global power projection.” The US Army strategy

follows similar publications from the Government of Canada, the Norwegian military, the

United States Navy, and a host of the other Arctic and non-Arctic state institutions committed

to increasing military activity; NATO doubled Arctic military activities from 2015 to 2020

and Russia has assigned at least 81% of its nuclear weaponry to northern fleets, as a show of

strength and to ‘gain Arctic dominance.’ However, with the threat of Russian buildup of

nuclear weaponry in the Arctic, critics are suggesting that the claimed Artic Region of



Finland, Norway and Sweden may be in danger and that this may enact NATO’s

mutual-defence and deterrence commitment of collective defence where Nato is meant to

“defend Allied territory and populations against attack in a world where peace and security

cannot be taken for granted”. This means that there is a possibility of a tense confrontation

between the 2 militaries in the near future.

Second, Arctic and subarctic territories represent strategic points for transportation,

information and intelligence gathering, military operations, and several other activities

associated with state economic and defence priorities. And finally, as Arctic interests such as

natural resources and transportation routes have become tied to national growth, capability,

and strategy, the circumpolar north has emerged as a region of interstate competition.

Therefore, the changing Arctic represents a region of new opportunities and shifting priorities

for stakeholder nations who increasingly deploy military resources to obtain or defend Arctic

interests via direct deterrence and the broader projection of regional power.

As of now, great-power competition has been playing out across the globe- as Western

nations scaled back on operations in Antarctica, the nations of China and Russia see that as

an opportunity to convince them that Antarctica should be used for militarization and oil

mining.

Climate Change

As noted in the US Army strategy, the militarization of the Arctic region is driven by

several factors. First, as sea ice and permafrost melt away due to climate change, lucrative

Arctic resources such as oil and gas, minerals, and fish stocks become increasingly accessible

and occasionally disputed as nations contest territorial boundaries and the policies that

delineate them for great-power competition that has been playing out across the globe. As

Western nations have pulled back, the Russians and Chinese have maintained their activities

on the continent in this period and are fighting for more access to fishing, oil reserves, and

mining.

Strategic place for militarization

Second, the Arctic and Antarctic, as well as the subarctic territories, represent strategic

points for transportation, information and intelligence gathering, military operations, and

several other activities associated with defence priorities.



Increase in interest in militarization

Finally, as Arctic and Antarctic interests such as natural resources and transportation

routes have become tied to national growth and dominance, the circumpolar north and south

have emerged as a region of competition.

The changing Arctic, therefore, represents a region of new opportunities and shifting

priorities for stakeholder nations who increasingly deploy military resources to obtain or

defend Arctic interests, both via direct deterrence and the broader projection of regional

power.

The changing Antarctic is yet to come. Experts believe that due to a changing climate,

countries increasingly want to project their military power from the region.

Major Parties Involved and Their Views

Russia

Since the Cold War, Russia was the first country to militarize the Arctic to gain a

greater status as a global superpower and to test its nuclear weapons. However, this

expansion was halted and only resumed a decade later in 2007 when Vladimir Putin, the

President of Russia decided to (re)conquer the arctic to restore the Soviet Union (Russia's

former glory). Since then, Russia has been expanding its military rapidly into the Arctic

where they already have 50 military posts in the region. The incentives for this rapid military

build-up in the arctic are mainly because of the changing climate in the Arctic that has

allowed for more opportunities for Russia to expand its military operations by making its own

Northern Sea Route. One of the primary benefits of this is that Russia is in control of new sea

routes through the Arctic which allows it to boost its trade capabilities as items can be

shipped to Europe from Asia and vice versa faster than if they were to be shipped through the

Suez Canal. Furthermore, the resources in the Arctic are necessary to ensure Russia's energy

security as the arctic accounts for nearly 20% of its total exports. This is why with the

growing tensions as well from the west in the past few years, Russia has decided to showcase

its military force by conducting extensive military exercises in the Arctic region to maintain

control of the majority of the region. It is important to note that Russia has the longest Arctic

coastline in the world and legally does whatever they wish to do with its territory.



In the case of the Antarctic; while the Antarctic isn’t as important for Russia as the

Arctic, which is closer and offers more opportunities, expanding its presence at the South

Pole is another way for Russia to confirm its status as a truly global power.

NATO and its allies

In the Arctic, there is a fear of encirclement by Russia due to its construction of the

Northern Sea Route - which is now an option for transiting cargo from the far east to Europe

and vice versa. Their fear also derives from Russia’s buildup of military force in the region.

This is heightened by worsening relations with the West over Russia’s renewed war against

Ukraine and potential NATO expansion. Since 2015 NATO has been building up its military

force in Alaska and the Arctic.

The United States

The United States believes that they have a right to patrol Russia's territorial waters

along the Northern sea route and use the Arctic region that is owned by itself and NATO as

well as its allies to build up their military might to balance Russia’s.

The US also has strong diplomatic interests in Antarctica. In particular, the United

States seeks to promote Antarctica’s status as a continent reserved for peace and science

following the provisions of the Antarctic Treaty of 1959. The United States played a major

role in negotiating this Treaty, which was signed in Washington, and it participates actively in

all aspects of the Antarctic Treaty System (for the same reasons mentioned above under the

heading Background Information and sub-heading History of military activity in

Antarctica).

Countries in the Arctic Region

Eight countries have territory within it: America (through Alaska), Canada, Denmark

(under Greenland), Finland, Iceland, Norway, Russia and Sweden. Russia (as stated before),

is already expanding its military into the region. The countries of Finland, Norway and

Sweden being so geographically close are aware of the negative consequences of this (eg.

testing military weapons and shooting them over or near their land/waters). Hence in

response to this, the countries of Sweden and Finland have joined NATO successfully and

Finland, Sweden and Norway have increased their military spending.



Countries that have made territorial claims on the continent of Antarctica

It is important to note that the 7 countries (shown below) who “own” a certain part of

Antarctica were the original 7 parties that signed the Antarctic treaty. The Land based on

territorial claims is divided as such;

Source: Antarctica.gov.au

Australia

Australia owns the majority of the region (approximately 42% of it). The government

to this day holds a firm belief that the land should not be exploited. The Government of

Australia as of April 2022 is planning on investing 800 million USD to protect Australia's

significant Antarctic interests.



New Zealand

New Zealand also has a huge territorial claim over the region. Like Australia, the New

Zealand government also values the current nature of the Antarctic Treaty (ie. the land to be

dedicated towards the preservation of the environment and scientific research) and wants it to

remain that way.

Chile, The United Kingdom and Argentina

The 3 countries have separate territorial claims, with Chile owning the South Shetland

Islands, Antarctic Peninsula, called "O'Higgins Land" ("Tierra de O'Higgins" in Spanish) in

Chile, and adjacent islands, the Alexander Island, Charcot Island, the UK mainly owning the

Falkland Islands in the far South Atlantic and extended its territorial claim by declaring

sovereignty over many more islands in the South Atlantic Ocean and Argentina having

sovereignty over the land in the underwater trench that connects Argentinian coast to

Antarctica's coasts. However, the three countries have overlapping Antarctic territorial

claims; the South Orkney Islands which fall within the territory claimed by Argentina and the

United Kingdom, and the South Shetland Islands which fall within the areas claimed by

Argentina, Chile, and the United Kingdom. The dilemma that stems from this is that those

countries feel as if their sovereignty over their land is irresolute. When the Antarctic treaty

becomes modifiable in 2048, the Chilean, Argentinian and British territories would likely be

disputed which could lead to rising political tensions between these 3 countries and their

allies.

Chile in annual meetings with other nations to discuss the future of Antarctica has

briefly mentioned that they would want Antarctica to allow for militarization. However,

Chile's strategy must be in coordination with multiple allies to secure its interests, especially

with the UK and the United States who currently are in favour of the continent being

demilitarized for now.

UN Involvement, Relevant Resolutions, Treaties and Events
There has been no UN involvement in addressing the militarization in the Arctic.

However, many important treaties have set a degree to how much each of the poles can be

exploited;

● The Antarctic Treaty, 1st December 1959

The Antarctic Treaty was one of the most effective in convincing all

countries, even the Soviet Union and the US during the Cold War to come



together and agree that Antarctica should be demilitarized. However, since the

treaty was made in 1959 many of the policies and rules may seem outdated.

For example, the treaty states that countries must not militarize to protect the

environment of Antarctica. However due to climate change, in some parts of

Antarctica, there is no more existence of Flora and Fauna which means that it

would make sense for countries to be able to militarise in those areas as they

are technically not damaging the exact environment in the area.

● The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea

The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea is another

international agreement that establishes a legal framework for all marine and

maritime activities. It lays out the sea boundaries over which countries have

control. This is especially important in determining how much control the

countries of Canada, The US, Russia, Norway and Denmark have over the

waters in the arctic. These five countries are limited to an exclusive economic

zone (EEZ) of 200 nautical miles from their coasts. Outside this zone, the

waters are considered to be international and are not owned by any country.

However, with the advancement of oil mining technology that can be used in

the Arctic, the Arctic became a valuable source of additional commodities,

such as diamonds and other minerals. Because of this newfound opportunity

the US left the freedom of the seas doctrine. It announced in 1945 that it was

taking jurisdiction of all natural resources out to the edge of its continental

shelf (which is more than 200 nautical miles of sea from its borders). As of

June 2016, 167 countries and the European Union are parties who follow the

laws stated by The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea.

● UN resolution calling on ships to use cleaner fuel in the Arctic

The United Nations' International Maritime Organization has adopted a

voluntary measure calling for the use of cleaner fuels by ships operating in the

Arctic to encourage the reduction of black carbon emissions from shipping in

the region. Which is the main contributor to the ice melting in the ice caps.

While this does help contribute to slowing down the melting process of the

glaciers in the arctic, the best solution is always to stop any naval activity in

the arctic



Possible Solutions
When creating your clauses it is essential for this issue that you consider helping

tackle all the possible issues that may arise from avoiding militarization of or militarizing the

Arctic and Antarctic. For example, if your country wants to militarize the Antarctic, it could

find ways to make that sustainable for the environment. This would make sure that your

resolution gets passed.

Here are some examples of actionable solutions to the issue that would be interesting

to discuss during the debate.

● The creation of an Arctic treaty (like the Antarctic one) that prevents all nations to use

the Arctic for military purposes and instead preserving the wildlife there, and

preventing the glaciers from melting faster than they already are. One could bring up

the fact that like the Antarctic treaty, an Arctic treaty would prevent major disputes or

controversies from arising between the 2 military forces of NATO and Russia.

● The modification of the Antarctic treaty in terms of deciding which countries should

rightfully have territorial claims on Antarctica. One could argue that countries nearer

to the Antarctic like South - Africa should have a territorial claim on the Antarctic

while it might not be relevant anymore for the countries of the United Kingdom and

Norway to “own” parts of Antarctica despite historical claims.

● Allowing countries to use certain parts of land in Antarctica that have already been

affected by climate change for militarization purposes. There are certain areas in

Antarctica where the Antarctic environment is degrading such, that protecting the

environment by avoiding militarization might also not be relevant anymore.

● Protecting the Indigenous population of the Arctic might be necessary for some

countries that have indigenous populations that may be negatively affected by the use

of the arctic for military purposes. Such as the Saami in circumpolar areas of Finland,

Sweden, Norway and Northwest Russia, Nenets, Khanty, Evenk and Chukchi in

Russia, Aleut, Yupik and Inuit (Iñupiat) in Alaska, Inuit (Inuvialuit) in Canada and

Inuit (Kalaallit) in Greenland. It would be a good idea to create a clause relating to the



relocation of these indigenous tribes and helping them find new homes with adequate

infrastructure.

● One huge reason why countries may want to militarize the poles is to protect valuable

resources such as oil and gas. If there was a worldwide commitment to removing

every country's dependency on these resources and moving to renewable energy, we

would be avoiding less conflict and help slow down the effects of global warming.

● On the economic side of things, it would be a reasonable idea for countries (especially

in the EU), to invest in efficient oil extraction technology that would help them pump

out enough oil from the oil reserves in Norway, Sweden, Denmark area of the Arctic

to reduce their dependency on Russian oil that is currently damaging the entire EU’s

economy.

For newer delegates or delegates unsure of how to write their clauses, please use this

document to help.
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