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Introduction  
In February 2014, MEDMUN from Sciences Po University came to London to organise a 
workshop on Afghanistan. Its success led to the Department of War Studies sending a delegation 
of King’s College London BA War Studies students to MEDMUN’s annual conference. Our 
excellent performances were recognised by the hosts, who decided to extend their full support for 
further collaboration on a future crisis simulation. With the additional support of the Department 
of War Studies and International Relations at King’s College London, and Princeton University’s 
Model United Nations Society, we are more than equipped to create a conference with these key 
aims:  

i. Educate students by exposing them to real and complex political issues across the world.  
ii. Examine crises and find solutions to deep political rooted grievances. � 

iii. Create constructive publications based on our experiences. � 
iv. Hold a crisis simulation that is not only fun, but also a great experience featuring 

�authentic diplomacy and its complexities. � 
v. Promote collaboration with our partners, including members of the government and 

�military, journalists, think tanks, and civil society. � 
vi. Promote collaboration between King’s College London’s War Studies and 

�International Relation departments. � 
vii. Raise the international renown of King’s College London’s War Studies �Department 

as a whole. � 

The King’s College London Crisis Simulation is an academic exercise designed to challenge 
students’ political and strategic thinking. Pitting them against the pressures of time and the 
political cunning of their peers, delegates have to formulate policy actions serving their nation’s 
interests. Students will find themselves exposed to an ever- changing world, where their specific 
actions could singularly change regional dynamics, as well as understanding the difficult 
dilemmas in modern politics.  

Your participation will grant you: 

a) An increased exposure to real and complex political issues across the world; 
b) A deeper understanding of regional politics; 
c) A better understanding as to how diplomacy functions; 
d) Lots of fun!  
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Purpose of the Simulation 
 
Following the successes achieved at last year’s first crisis simulation, the KCL Crisis Team is 
now back to bring students the opportunity to take part in a fun, educational and constructive 
experience aimed at solving one of the world’s current crises.  

This year the KCL Crisis Team has been exploring the recent events that have occurred in the 
East and South China Seas. Most importantly, the Team has been focusing on the confrontations 
and challenges between China, Japan, and most recently, the US. Land reclamation, historical, 
diplomatic, economic, military and security disputes and more are what lie beneath China’s 
expansionism, Japan’s military strengthening and the US’s naval involvement in these waters. 
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How The Simulation Works 
 
The game  

You, as part of a national or international committee, will advance your nation’s interests by 
formulating policy plans and enacting all forms of governmental functions, including diplomacy, 
military action, intelligence-gathering, etc.  

Depending on the structure of your committee, your roles should be self-explanatory. The 
national leader will have final-say on all policies; the defence minister controls the army; the head 
of intelligence receives intelligence reports and manages all available intelligence apparatuses.  

 

Action requests� 

Your task is to work with your fellow countrymen by producing action requests, which are 
submitted to the God Team via your respective Chairs. These will be processed through the 
Regional Superintendents, and if deemed appropriate, the God Team will grant your action 
request. 

An action request could be as simple as a press statement, to a request for aerial surveillance 
flights over a certain area. It is up to you how you formulate your contribution to the event. You 
can pursue an aggressive political project or a pacifistic diplomacy on the sidelines. So long as 
your actions are not excessively ludicrous or disruptive to the purpose of the event (e.g. deploy 
nuclear weapons on Beijing/Tokyo/Washington), your requests will typically be granted.  

 

Capabilities  

What you can do is obviously limited to your capabilities, which can be found below. These range 
from military bases, satellite observations, warplanes, to human and signal intelligence. Use them 
wisely and creatively! Nobody will tell you what to do, and it is up to you to decide how the 
committee approaches a problem.  

 

Randomised events  

Throughout the simulation, a whole-host of random events might occur at any time. At times, 
your committee will be called upon to respond to an emergency. Note, however, that every hour 
in real life may correspond to twelve hours or even a day in the game. Therefore, slow responses 
will be penalised (e.g. missing target or missing the chance to act).  
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The South China Sea and the “Nine-Dash Line” 
 
The Situation 
 
The “Nine Dash Line” is a disputed 
area in the South China Sea, which 
China inherited from the old 
Kuomintang government. The 
disputed territory claims sovereignty 
over several hundreds islands presents 
in these waters. Over recent years, 
China increasingly stepped-up their 
naval and military presence over 
these waters and territories, 
prompting several diplomatic, 
military and domestic tensions 
between and within the countries that 
also contend these territories, such as 
the Philippines, Vietnam, Malaysia 
and Brunei. Furthermore, and more 
importantly, China’s sovereignty 
claims are a clear breach of 
international law, resulting in the U.S.  
challenging China’s claims, defending 
international law and freedom of 
navigation over these waters. While the 
U.S. do not side with anyone in 
particular and do not have any specific 
interests in these waters, nevertheless 
the South China Sea is of key global 
importance: about 50% of the world’s 
oil and commerce passes through these 
waters. 
 
 
As a delegate, you may think about: 

• What role does international 
law play in this scenario? Is it 
effective? 

• Is the “Nine-Dash Line” just? 
• What is the most appropriate response to China’s claims? 
• Can this escalate into a military conflict between China, the contending regional powers, and 

the U.S.? 
• What implications will this have on regional powers and the global economy? 

The Current Situation 
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The East China Sea and the “Senkaku/Diaoyu” dispute 
 
What was supposed to be a simple and 
innocuous provocation by a fishing 
trawler in 2010 eventually escalated into 
a major regional crisis between the major 
East Asian powers, China and Japan. This 
provocation sparked a further fire into the 
already difficult relationship between 
China and Japan, resurrecting 
nationalistic sentiments and hatred 
towards each other, damaging the 
diplomatic and political ties that had 
slowly been formed especially since the 
end of the Second World War. At the 
centre of all this is a small group of rocky 
islands in the East China Sea, known as 
‘Senkaku’ in Japan and ‘Diaoyu’ by 
China. Both countries claim sovereignty 
over these islands, although the truth 
seems lost in history. In 2013, following 
further military and coast guard presence 
by both countries over the disputed 
islands, China implemented an ‘Air 
Defense Identification Zone (ADIZ), 
spreading from these islands into the 
South China Sea. The U.S. immediately 
responded by flying two B-52 bombers 
over the ADIZ as a direct challenge to 
China’s claims.  
 
Delegates’ Role in the Crisis Simulation 
 
As a delegate, you may think about: 

• How can you improve or de-escalate 
the ongoing military confrontations 
between China, Japan and the U.S.? 

• Who do these islands actually belong 
to? 

• What role does international law play 
here? 

• Can China and Japan ever have a 
peaceful and friendly relationship? 

• What should your committee and the 
international community do in regards 
to China’s ADIZ? 

• How important are China and Japan’s 
domestic politics in regards to the 
‘Senkaku/Diaoyu’ dispute? 
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Committees & Personnel 

The	 2016	 KCL	 Crisis	 Simulation	 will	 be	 looking	 to	 have	 about	 100	 delegates,	 with	 an	
additional	30-40	staff.	The	committees	and	their	relative	number	of	delegates	present	at	this	
year’s	crisis	simulation	are:	
	
	

• China	Government	Committee	(10)	
• China	Military	Committee	(7)	
• Japan	Committee	(8)	
• US	Government	Committee	(8)	
• US	Military	Committee	(12)	
• Taiwan	Committee	(5)	
• DPRK	Committee	(5)	
• ROK	Committee	(5)	
• UNSC	Committee	(15)	

	
In	 addition	 to	 these	 committees	 and	 their	 various	 delegates,	 two	 chairs	 will	 lead	 each	
committee.	 The	 simulation	will	 be	 directed	 by	 9	 regional	 superintendents	 and	 by	 9	 God	
Team	staff.	The	structure	of	the	simulation	and	committee	are	presented	in	the	next	page:	
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Perspectives of the Assailant: 
Conflict in the East and South China Seas, According to the People’s Republic of China 

 
 
Introduction 
The geopolitical framework of the East and South China Seas is of great strategic importance 
to the People’s Republic of China, especially as a result of its foreign policy change following 
the inauguration of Xi Jinping’s into office in 2012.  
 
Prior to this occurrence, however, Chinese claims over the maritime sovereignty of the South 
China Sea were still wrecking havoc globally. In 2009, during the first go-round of China’s 
extended push to assert control over almost all of the disputed waters at hand, Beijing staked 
its claim on a map that it submitted to the United Nations.1 According to a study by the US 
Department of State, “The map included in China’s 2009 Notes Verbales contains nine dashes 
that encircle islands, waters, and other features of the South China Sea. China has not 
published geographic coordinates specifying the location of the dashes.”2 This can be seen 
below: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
1 French, Howard. "The South China Sea Could Become a Dangerous Contest of Military Might." Foreign 
Policy Magazine. Accessed February 05, 2016. http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/06/05/south-china-sea-
dangerous-contest-military-united-states-navy/. 
2 "China: Maritime Claims in the South China Sea." Limits in the Seas, December 5, 2014. 
http://www.state.gov/documents/organization/234936.pdf. 

People’s Republic of China (PRC) 
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Alongside the controversial map was an official statement submitted by Chinese delegates, 
laying claim to the South China Sea, and goes as followed: 

China has indisputable sovereignty over the islands in the South China Sea and the adjacent 
waters, and enjoys sovereign rights and jurisdiction over the relevant waters as well as the 
seabed and subsoil thereof…The above position is consistently held by the Chinese 
government, and is widely known by the international community.3  

As a result, in order to accommodate such disputed maritime claims, China’s foreign policy 
took a heightened, more forceful turn. In late 2015, President Jinping made clear his belief that, 
“to maintain the sovereignty and proper, reasonable maritime rights is a responsibility the 
Chinese government must take on.”4  As a result, the implications of such a proclamation 
means that China must remain up to par with its maritime goals, although Jinping had made it 
clear in the past that China is devoted to solve the dispute through peaceful negotiations as 
much as it can.  

Resultantly, it is imperative to mention the fact that there are quite a number of implications 
affecting the People’s Republic. Since China had undergone its plan to expand and upgrade 
civilian facilities on the Spratly Islands, particularly in the Fiery Cross Reef, "to better serve 
commercial ships, fishermen, to help distressed vessels and provide more public services", (as 
made clear in a statement by Vice Foreign Minister, Liu Zhenmin), 5  it is of the utmost 
importance to realize that China distinctly believes that it is not, in fact, militarizing in the 
South China Sea.  

 
Citing Ming Dynasty maps and other ancient texts, the Chinese government claims 
sovereignty over the majority of the East and South China Seas. Beijing defines the extent of 
its territorial waters as:  
 The PRC’s territorial waters refer to the island waters contiguous to its territorial land. 
The PRC’s territorial land includes the mainland and its offshore islands, Taiwan, and the 
various affiliated islands, including Diaoyu Dao (Senkaku Islands), the Penghu Islands 
(Pescadores), the Dongsha Islands (Pratas Islands), the Xisha Islands (Paracel Islands), the 
Nansha Islands (Spratly archipelago), and other islands that belong to the PRC.6 
China’s strategic interests in these areas include territorial integrity and maritime 
sovereignty, energy security, and sea-lane protection.  
 

In the East China Sea, the Senkaku Islands—islands owned by Japan since 1895—
which it refers to as the Diaoyu Islands. 7 In a White Paper titled ‘Diaoyu Dao, an Inherent 
Territory of China,’ Beijing outlines its claims to the disputed islands. Among the arguments 
are the claims that, ‘Diaoyu Dao was first discovered, named, and exploited by China,’ 
‘Diaoyu Dao had long been under China’s jurisdiction,’ and ‘Chinese and foreign maps show 
that Diaoyu Dao belongs to China.’8 Conflicting claims over the islands by China and Japan 
																																																								
3 ibid.  
4 "China: Spratlys Island-building Is to Protect the Reefs." CNBC. 2015. Accessed February 05, 2016. 
http://www.cnbc.com/2015/11/22/china-spratlys-island-building-is-to-protect-reefs-make-civilian-
facilities.html. 
5 ibid. 
6 Sujit Dutta. ‘Securing the Sea Frontier: China’s Pursuit of Sovereignty Clams in the South China Sea.’ 
Strategic Analysis 29.2 (2005): 275.  
7 Tadashi Ikeda, ‘Getting Senkaku History Right,’ The Diplomat, November 26, 2013. 
http://thediplomat.com/2013/11/getting-senkaku-history-right/?allpages=yes 
8 The People’s Republic of China, ‘Diaoyu Dao, an Inherent Territory of China,’ September 2012. 
http://www.gov.cn/english/official/2012-09/25/content_2232763.htm 
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have led to increasing tensions and diplomatic slights in recent months. In April 2014, 
Chinese Admiral Wu Shengli refused to meet with Japanese military officials—and in the 
same month—Reuters reported that Beijing refused to allow Japan’s navy to participate in an 
international ceremonial event held in China. 
 
 In the South China Sea, China claims jurisdiction over the Paracel and Spratly chains of 
islands and claims maritime rights over most of the South China Sea. Additionally, China has 
claimed control over the Scarborough Shoal, a chain of reefs and rocky formations around 100 
miles off the Philippines coastal area. The Philippines and Vietnam also claim maritime 
jurisdiction over these island areas, leading to diplomatic, military, and domestic tensions.  
In recent years, China has increased its naval and military presence in the South and East 
China Seas, and has begun establishing oil exploration rigs and airstrips on the contested 
islands, further exacerbating the disputes.9  
China fears that foreign maritime powers such as Japan and the United States threaten its 
maritime sovereignty—and therefore its ability to enforce claims upon these islands. In the 
2004 Defence White Paper, Beijing outlines the perceived power imbalance in East Asia: 
“[the United States is]…realigning and reinforcing its maritime presence in the region by 
buttressing military alliances,” Japan is”…adjusting its military and security policies,” and 
Taiwan is “…waiting for the opportune moment to engineer a major ‘Taiwan independence’ 
incident.”10  
In protest against China’s claims to the Diaoyu Islands, Japanese naval and air patrol vessels 
operate closely in the area. Japan claims that Chinese aircraft have repeatedly violated Japan’s 
southern airspace, and has requested an increased to its defence budget in order to combat 
increasing Chinese activity.11  
Although the United States has no formal position on the sovereignty of the disputed Islands, 
the United States has taken up a position to ensure access and free passage to all shipping 
activity through the South China Sea, and has dispatched warships to the Paracel Islands on 
two occasions.12 Additionally, in 2014 President Barack Obama stated that the disputed Diaoyu 
Islands are covered under the U.S.-Japan Security Treaty, meaning that the United States will 
come to Japan’s defence in the event of armed hostilities with China.13 The United States also 
has a Mutual Defence Treaty with the Philippines.14 China and the Philippines have clashed on 
numerous occasions since the early 1990s, and tensions remain high today.15  
 
Timeline of major events:16 

																																																								
9 ‘Q&A: South China Sea Dispute,’ BBC, 27 October 2015, http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-
13748349 
10 People’s Republic of China, “China’s National Defense in 2004” December, 2004. 
http://english.gov.cn/official/2005-07/28/content_18078.htm  
11 Justin McCurry, ‘Japan Plans Largest Ever Defence Budget to Counter China’s Reach,’ The Guardian, 31 
August, 2015, http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/aug/31/japan-plans-largest-ever-defence-budget-to-
counter-chinas-reach 
12 ‘South China Sea: China condemns US over warship sail-by,’ Al Jazeera, 31 January 2016, 
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2016/01/south-china-sea-china-condemns-warship-sail-
160131051507313.html 
13 ‘Joint Press Conference with President Obama and Prime Minister Abe of Japan,’ White House Press, 24 
April 2014, https://www.whitehouse.gov/photos-and-video/video/2014/04/24/president-obama-holds-press-
conference-prime-minister-abe-japan#transcript 
14 Ian James Storey, ‘Creeping Assertiveness: China, the Philippines and the South China Sea Dispute,’ 
Contemporary Southeast Asia, Vol 21, No. 1 (April 1999) pp. 95-118.  
15 Joshua P. Rowan, ‘The U.S.-Japan Security Alliance, ASEAN, and the South China Sea Dispute,’ Asian 
Survey, Vol. 45 No. 3, May/June 2005, pp 414-436.  
16 ‘Timeline: 1955-Present’, Center for New American Security, http://www.cnas.org/flashpoints/timeline 
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• April 2001: A U.S. Navy aircraft and a Chinese fighter jet collided in mid-air off of 
China’s Hainan Island, killing one Chinese pilot. The U.S. aircraft landed in Hainan Island, 
where U.S. crew members were detained. 
• August 2002: Vietnamese troops fired shots at Philippine military planes flying near the 

Spratly Islands.  
• March 2009: Five Chinese vessels surrounded and harassed the USNS Impeccable in the 

South China Sea 
• December 2010: A South Korean Coast Guard ship clashes with a Chinese fishing 

trawler off South Korea’s west coast, leaving two fishermen dead.  
• July 2011: Chinese soldiers reportedly assaulted a Vietnamese fisherman and his crew 

before expelling them from waters near the Paracel Islands.  
•  
• October 2011: A Philippine naval ship collides with a small Chinese fishing boat in the 

South China Sea.  
• March 2012: Taiwan’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs indicated a sovereignty claim over 

the entire South China Sea.  
• March 2012: The Chinese military detained 21 fishermen near the Paracel Islands.  
• April 2012: The Philippine Navy deploys its largest warship to the Scarborough Shoal to 

intimidate Chinese fishing vessels there.  
• December 2012: A Chinese surveillance aircraft violated Japanese aircraft, prompting a 

warning from the Japanese military.  
• February 2013: Japan claimed a Chinese Navy Frigate radar-locked onto a Japanese 

Maritime Self-Defence Forces destroyer.  
• January 2014: China imposed a fishing permit rule in the South China Sea 
• August 2014: Chinese fighter jets harass American surveillance aircraft.  
• April 2015: China begins building small artificial islands in the South China Sea 
• September 2015: China completes a runway on an artificial island.  
• October 2015: A U.S. warship passes near Chinese artificial islands, sparking protests 

from the Chinese government.  
• February 2016: Two Chinese military aircraft flew into South Korean and Japanese 

airspace.17  

However, due to international outrage resulting from its activity in disputed waters, the 
People’s Republic has been using its heightened military and maritime capability to protect its 
sovereignty over the artificial landmasses located within the highly contested area bordered by 
the 9 Dash Line. This is explored in the section below. 

Chinese Military Capability 

The People’s Liberation Army (PLA) is divided into an abundance of essential, imperative 
military subdivisions that extensively specialize to tackle all martial needs of the Republic that 
it serves to protect. Of the most imperative to the Chinese security and defense, several are 
listed below: 

Ø PLA Ground Forces,  
Ø Navy (PLAN), which also includes marines and naval aviation18 

																																																								
17 Elizabeth Shim, ‘Chinese Military aircraft trespass into Japan, Korea airspace,’ UPI, 2 February 2016, 
http://www.upi.com/Top_News/World-News/2016/02/02/Chinese-military-aircraft-trespass-into-Japan-
Korea-airspace/6781454430627/  
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Ø Air Force (PLAAF), integrates Chinese Airborne Forces19 
Ø Second Artillery Corps (strategic missile force)20 

 
Whilst China’s military capabilities have grown in correlation with its impressive economic 
development, the PLA did not always pose a threat to the international system as it did with the 
turn of the 21st century.  Following Zedong’s death in 1976, the PLA was a feeble body of 
ineffective military capability. However, in succeeding decades, it transformed into a more 
unified, lethal armed force. According to a study published by RAND,  “ [Military] 
Modernization accelerated after the Taiwan Strait crisis of 1996, and Chinese defense budgets 
began to grow rapidly. Annual real (inflation adjusted) growth in China’s defense spending 
averaged 11 percent per year between 1996 and 2015. Modernization has largely optimized 
capabilities for conflict across the Taiwan Strait and has focused on developing air and naval 
forces, conventionally armed ballistic missiles, and counter- space and cyber capabilities.” 21 

The PLA has placed a great emphasis upon neutralizing threatening ground-based airpower; 
especially by targeting U.S. aircraft carrier strike groups (CSGs) and putting them at risk. 
Indeed, China has momentously developed its incredibly robust over-the-horizon (OTH) 
intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance (ISR) capabilities22, officially deploying its OTH 
sky-wave radar system in 2007.23 This ‘sky-wave’ system can detect targets and provide a 
general, though not precise, location out to 2,000 km beyond China’s coastline. “The 
development of China’s space and electronics sectors has enabled it to increase the pace of 
satellite launches and deploy a wider range of sophisticated ISR satellites.”24 

In addition, “China’s development of anti-ship ballistic missiles—the rest of their kind any- 
where in the world—presents a new threat dimension for U.S. naval commanders. That said, 
the kill chain for these missiles will pose great difficulties for the PLA, and the United States 
will make every e ort to develop countermeasures. Anti-ship ballistic missiles therefore may 
not pose the kind of one-shot, one-kill threat sometimes supposed in the popular media. At the 
same time, however, the ongoing modernization of Chinese air and, especially, submarine 
capabilities represents a more certain and challenging threat to CSGs.”25  

By 2010, China began utilizing about 200 launchers for ‘double-digit’ surface-to-air missiles 
(SAMs).26 These renovated missiles harbored sophisticated seekers and ranges extending up to 
200 km. This, “Combined with more capable fighter aircraft and the addition of new airborne 
warning and control system–equipped aircraft, the Chinese integrated air defense system 
(IADS) has become a formidable obstacle.”27  

Moreover, it is important to note that PLA naval capability had increased momentously in 
recent years. Between 1996 and 2015, China’s inventory of modernized diesel submarines 
																																																																																																																																																																																										
18 "CIA World Factbook: China." Central Intelligence Agency. Accessed February 05, 2016. 
https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/ch.html. 
19 ibid. 
20 ibid. 
21 Heginbotham, Eric, Michael Nixon, Forrest E. Morgan, Jacob Heim, Jeff Hagen, Sheng Li, Jeffrey 
Engstrom, Martin C. Libicki, Paul DeLuca, David A. Shlapak, David R. Frelinger, Burgess Laird, Kyle Brady 
and Lyle J. Morris. The U.S.-China Military Scorecard: Forces, Geography, and the Evolving Balance of 
Power, 1996–2017. Santa Monica, CA: RAND Corporation, 2015. Pg XX 
22 ibid. 
23 ibid. 
24 ibid. 
25 ibid. 
26 ibid, XXIV 
27 ibid.  
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increased 35 units, from its original two nineteen years prior. 31 of these boats are armed with 
torpedoes and cruise missiles.28  

“RAND modeling suggests that the effectiveness of the Chinese submarine fleet (as measured 
by the number of attack opportunities it might achieve against carriers) rose by roughly an 
order of magnitude between 1996 and 2010, and that it will continue to improve through 2017. 
Chinese submarines would present a credible threat to U.S. surface ships in a conflict over 
Taiwan or the South China Sea.”29  

For the People Liberation Army (PLA), the priority is that, as Xi Jinping states, they must 
follow the Party’s commands30. In post-Deng Xiaoping era, the PLA is required to keep 
distance from inner-party politics and generic foreign affairs31. That said, it does not mean 
PLA would be only an executer of Party’s policies. It has also been a player in China’s foreign 
policy-making process though military members are currently excluded from Standing 
Committee of Politburo central committee (PBSC)32. The key decisions made by Politburo 
would be conveyed to the PLA33. 

 
While the PLA needs to follow the command of the CCP, they are granted more autonomy 
which enables them to have more decision-making power on security-related affairs and to 
design national defense strategy solely34. Moreover, since Deng’s era, protection of China’s 
sovereignty and territorial integrity have been set as the PLA’s top task and Party leaders are 
required to consult the PLA leaders when facing external threats. If a war or conflict breaks 
out, the position of the PLA in domestic politics would be enhanced greatly35. 
 
Central Military Commission (CMC) is the top actor in military structure. It is a channel for 
military leaders to convey their influence and messages to top civilian leaders. In such 
circumstance, in comparison, the role of Department of Defense (DOD) is relatively weak36. 
The Commission consists of heads of general departments and representatives from major 
forces of the military37 . Participation in policy-making process, presence in crisis-related 
Leading Small Groups and internal channels would enable PLA officials to exert their 
influence. However, though presence in Leading Small Groups establishes civil-military 
coordination, it is believed that military officials lack obligation to inform their civilian 
counterparts about their decisions, which creates loopholes38. 
 
Generally, the PLA cooperate with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) to achieve China’s 
goals with a thin division of labor, where MFA is responsible for generic foreign affairs and 
daily diplomacy while the PLA deals with security or military-related foreign policies and 
determines the conditions for using forces39. 
 

																																																								
28 ibid. XXV 
29 ibid. 
30 Xi Jinping, 2013, cited in Lampton, 2015 
31 Ji, 2014 
32 Lai and Kang, 2014 
33 Ji, 2014 
34 ibid 
35 ibid 
36 Lampton, 2015 
37 Lai and Kang,2014 
38 ibid 
39 Ji 2014 
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On the territorial disputes in particular, from their statements and behaviors, the PLA officials 
hold expansionist interpretation of territory claims. Such tendency influences civilian agencies 
such as State Oceanic Administration and cultivates nationalism among mass population, 
which leads to constraints on China’s foreign-policy making40. It is believed that the PLA 
hardened China’s stance on territorial disputes in these years and even obstruct MFA’s efforts 
to solve these disputes through legal framework41. 
 
Important Points 
1. Compared with civilian leaders, PLA officials are generally more nationalistic and 
hawkish. However, with the power to make ultimate decisions is the civilian leader’s hand, 
even the leader is also a nationalist, PLA does not always fulfill its ambition. For example, the 
PLA Navy (PLAN)’s efforts to confront with trespassers of the South China Sea territories in 
1980s and to build the first aircraft carrier in 1990s received contrast response from central 
civilian leadership42. Thus, for PLA delegates, it would be important to either provide balanced 
policy proposals or provide enough justification for aggressive plans in order to get approved 
by the top leader. 

2. There is rumor that with the establishment of National Security Council (NSC) by Xi 
Jinping, the NSC is above the PLA control43. Since the China political committee in this 
simulation is based on the structure of the NSC, the PLA might need to preserve its own 
influence and interests in policy-making process. 
 
Military Strategy 
The best literature to interpret China’s military strategy is The National Defense White Paper 
<China’s Military Strategy> published in 2015.In this fundamental document, the essence of 
the CCP’s military strategy thought is described as “active defense”. This principle is 
explained as “adherence to the unity of strategic defense and operational and tactical offense; 
adherence to the principles of defense, self-defense and post-emptive strike; and adherence to 
the stance that ‘we will not attack unless we are attacked, but we will surely counterattack if 
attacked.’”44 Since 2004, the basic point of strategy has shifted to “winning local wars under 
conditions of information” but in the document this principle becomes “winning 
infomationized local wars”45.  
 
This document also set the guideline for the development of the PLA Navy (PLAN) and the 
PLA Air Force (PLAAF). For the PLAN, they should modify their focus from “offshore waters 
defense” to both “offshore waters defense” with “open seas protection” to improve capabilities 
for maritime actions. As for the PLAAF, both defense and offense will replace territorial air 
defense as the focus46. What should be noticed is that in this 2015 version White Paper, China 
regards the seas and oceans as the critical security domain and stresses the necessity to build a 
modern maritime military force to manage the seas and oceans and protect maritime rights and 
interests47. Similarly, cyberspace strategy is also put under the spotlight in the document, 
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where development of cyberspace forces and improvement of cyber capabilities are called 
for48. While documents only generally signals the importance of cyberspace, with the whole 
tone of the document is set as “active defense”, it is believed that this could implicate 
defending national security through cyber-attacks49. 
 
Moreover, the White Paper notes the development of Civil-Military Integration, which shows 
consistency with the concept of “People’s War”. The PLA doctrine includes arming civilian 
populations for military operations and using civilian material and personnel to support 
military actions50.  
 
Along with the White Paper, from scholars’ observation and analysis, other principles could be 
found in the PLA’s strategies. The PLA shares the necessity in protecting China’s core national 
interests with the civilian leadership though the PLA’s mindset might be more aggressive. 
There are two factors being regarded as defining the bottom-line of core national interests: 
domestic politics and calculation of the trigger of war. The latter one is believed to drive the 
PLA to support the civilian leadership’s avoidance of war51. The logic behind this mindset is 
that war could undermine China’s rise most and even could threaten the Party’s ruling52. Thus 
the PLA is believed to remain defensive. 
 
Also, the strategies of the PLA originated from two realistic assessments. The first is that due 
to huge capability between the PLA and the US military, the PLA keeps distance from 
challenging the US unless necessary. The second is that the PLA tries not to be dragged into 
two-front battle simultaneously, which has been the guidance since the 1970s 53 . These 
principles decide even using forces, the operations would be reactive rather than active 
offense54. Thus it is presumed that the PLA does not strive for mass destruction or territory 
occupation but for strategic victory to end war55. 
 
In the theater perspective, China is viewed as using “salami-slicing” strategy which features 
utilizing incremental actions to gradually achieve China’s goals in the South China Sea and the 
East China Sea while Chinese officials use the concept of “cabbage strategy” to describe their 
actions. This strategy mainly unfolds as China consolidate its control over disputed areas by 
deploying fishing boats, Coast Guard ships and naval ships in successive layers around the 
islands56. 
 

Chinese Foreign Policy and Domestic Structure  
 

Due to the lack of transparency on foreign-policy decision making process, the influence of 
bureaucracy with China’s committees is mainly based on observation and even on speculation. It is 
worth noting that while there are formal positions in Chinese politics, informal institutions including 
Leading Small Groups (LSGs) and National Security Council (NSC) are also created to facilitate 
decision-making. 
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The roster of this committee is based on the National Security Council (or National Security 
Commission). This new institution could be regarded as the product of Xi’s ambition of rejuvenation 
of Chinese nation and efforts to take more control on security policies57. The establishment of NSC 
is an attempt to improve coordination of policy but it is speculated that only political diplomacy is 
controlled by NSC while other issues related with external affairs are dealt with separately by 
Leading Small Groups or the Central Military Commission58. It is worth noting that NSC handles 
both external and internal security issues and policies on these issues are more likely to reflect Xi’s 
own priorities59. 
 
Since 1978, China’s foreign and security policy making has undergone the changes of 
professionalization, corporate pluralization, decentralization and globalization60. However, in current 
China’s policy-making process, how big role Xi Jinping plays is under debate. While it is argued that 
nowadays Chinese foreign policies are the results of compromise and coordination between top 
leadership and governmental departments61, it should be taken notice that Xi is the head of several 
Leading Small Groups related with this simulation, which implies his power in policy-making would 
be larger than his predecessors. It could be believed that current political structure and personnel 
reflect Xi’s will and he is regarded as taking efforts to enlarge CCP’s role rather than professional 
bureaucracy in policy-making process62.  
 
Politburo and its Standing Committee (PBSC) situate at the top in China politics while PBSC is the 
ultimate decision-making agency. While relevant actors provide policy proposals, it is the PBSC that 
eventually approve key ones among these proposals. It also takes responsibility for supervision and 
coordination of all major decisions63. In this committee, although the whole PBSC is not present, the 
only three PBSC members: Xi Jinping, Li Keqiang and Zhang Dejiang will form the top circle of 
policy-making. 
 
Under Chinese Communist Party Central Committee, there are several Leading Small Groups. They 
are created to improve coordination and consensus-building among different agencies. They can be 
seen as the bridge between Politburo as well as PBSC and governmental departments, where they 
submit policy proposals to Politburo for approval and also coordinate execution of policies by 
agencies. The Leading Small Groups in this simulation include The Central (National) Foreign 
Affairs Leading Small Group (CFALSG), the Central Maritime Leading Small Group (CMLSC), the 
Central Finance and Economy Leading Small Group64 and the Central Maritime Leading Small 
Group (CMLSG). 
 
CFALSG is believed to coordinate, discuss and make proposals on critical foreign policy decisions 
and it has the same personnel as the Central National Security Leading Small Group (CNSLSG) does 
while CFELSG mainly focuses on issues of foreign trade and economic relations65. Due to group 
meetings are irregularly held, it is possible that ministries represented in the group takes 
responsibilities of handling specific issues and they are granted autonomy to make de facto 
decisions66. 
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Since the creation of the Central Maritime Leading Small Group in 2012, President Xi Jinping has 
been the leader of this group and it is made up of senior officials from the State Oceanic 
Administration and People Liberation Army as well as State Councilor Yang Jiechi67. It is believed 
that orders given to warships and surveillance vessels in disputed waters are directly from this group. 
In spite of past independent action from China’s different maritime actors, this group makes these 
actions coordinated and purposeful but this does not mean actions would be less aggressive68. 
 
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs (MFA) is one of the important ministry in implementing foreign 
policies. It translates foreign policy guidelines into practical plans to reduce potential misperception 
in bureaucracies while it also oversees issues related to foreign affairs69. When China deal with 
major powers, MFA would have more power in decision-making process but with the expansion of 
China’s role in international stage, MFA has to rely on other ministries and even compete with them 
for influence70. However, with Xi’s attempt to centralize power, it is uncertain whether MFA’s 
power is weakened71. 
 
It should be noticed that when dealing with foreign affairs, there are two other departments 
associated with CCP Central Committee. The CCP’s International Department is in charge of 
China’s relations with communist countries and the CCP’s relationship with major political parties 
around the world. The CCP’s United Front Work Department (UFWD) deals with non-communist-
party civic groups or organizations. They would try to attract support in Hong Kong, Taiwan and 
overseas72. In this simulation, these parts of work will be shouldered by the three PBSC members. 
 
With Xi Jinping as the only senior civilian leader in the Central Military Commission, although the 
PLA follows the Party’s command, lack of lower-level civilian coordination enables the PLA to have 
freedom to maneuver and influence in policy-making73. This also leads to potential 
miscommunication between governmental ministries and the PLA74. For example, before the 
establishment of East China Sea Air Defense Identification Zone, the MFA was not consulted75. The 
increasingly assertive policies are believed to be influenced by military officials who interact with 
civilian leaders and there is likely to be regularized institutional channels between military leadership 
and civilian leadership on foreign affairs76. 
 
Roles and responsibilities 
 
Xi Jinping  
General Secretary of the Communist Party of China 
President of the PRC 
Chairman of the Central Military Commission 
The ultimate decision maker in both committees. He can also organize Leading Small Groups to 
make policy proposals and set the tone on overall strategies in the simulation. 
 
Li Keqiang  
Premier of the People’s Republic of China 
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Member of Politburo Standing Committee 
Vice Chairman of the National Security Council 
Li Keqiang is the second most powerful leader in China’s domestic politics. While being an 
important figure in foreign-policy making, he will also be a critical figure in managing domestic 
policies, especially on socioeconomic issues. He, Zhang Dejiang and Xi Jinping will should 
responsibilities of other Politburo Standing Committee members as well in this simulation. 
 
Zhang Dejiang  
Member of Politburo Standing Committee 
Vice Chairman of the National Security Council  
Similar to Li Keqiang, the membership in Politburo Standing Committee makes Zhang Dejiang one 
of the top leaders in the simulation. Apart from his role in the small circle of decision-making, it is 
worth noting that Zhang is also responsible for Hong Kong and Macau affairs. He, Li Keqiang and 
Xi Jinping will should responsibilities of other Politburo Standing Committee members as well in 
this simulation. 
 
Wang Huning  
Director of the Central Policy Research Office 
As the mastermind behind “Theory of The Three Represents” in Jiang Zemin era, “Scientific 
Outlook On Development” in Hu Jingtao era and “Chinese Dream” in Xi Jinping era, along with his 
academic experience in international relations, Wang Huning is the main intellectual for senior 
leaders to consult.  
 
Xu Qiliang  
Vice Chairman of the CPC Central Military Commission 
One of the two top leaders in China’s military committee. Unless facing affairs which need to be 
discussed with Xi Jinping, He and Fan Changlong will command the PLA’s actions and policies. If 
they think strategies need to be modified, they can discuss this issue with Xi Jinping.  
 
Fang Changlong  
Vice Chairman of the CPC Central Military Commission 
One of the two top leaders in China’s military committee. Unless facing affairs which need to be 
discussed with Xi Jinping, He and Xu Qiliang will command the PLA’s actions and policies. If they 
think strategies need to be modified, they can discuss this issue with Xi Jinping.  
 
 
Meng Jianzhu  
Secretary of the Central Political and Legal Affairs Commission of the Communist Party of China 
Since 2007, Meng has been working in internal security field (2007-2012 as Minister of Public 
Security). He will mainly takes responsibility of maintaining internal stability while he also focuses 
on cyber security affairs. Since Central Political and Legal Affairs Commission oversees the work of 
the ministry of Public Security, in this simulation, Meng would also shoulder the responsibilities of 
Public Security Minister. 
 
Li Zhanshu  
Director of the General Office of the Communist Party of China 
As a close friend of Xi Jinping, Li can be an advisor to Xi. The role of Director of the General Office 
of the CCP is similar to White House Chief of Staff in the US, which means Li will be in charge of 
management of daily operation of the party and paperwork. 
 
Chang Wanquan  
Minister of Defense 
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In China, the Minister of Defense does not have the authority of commanding the PLA. He is 
regarded as the public face of the Ministry of Defense and his authority comes from both the CMC 
and State Council77. This dual-role makes Chang the bridge between China Political Committee and 
China Military Committee, where he needs to coordinate with civilian leaders in areas of overlapping 
concern while maintain interests of the PLA in the China Political Committee. 
 
Yang Jiechi  
State Councilor in charge of Foreign Affairs 
Yang is the most senior leader in the foreign affairs system. He will be one of the senior figures in 
foreign-policy making process and will also act as a referee to mediate inter-ministerial conflicts as 
well as overseeing the execution of certain policies. 
 
Ma Xiaotian  
Commander of the People’s Liberation Army Air Force (PLAAF) 
Ma has the authority over all affairs of the PLAAF. 
 
Wang Yi 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
As the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Wang has to manage general diplomacy with other states and his 
job includes providing analysis and participating in foreign-policy making process, cooperating with 
other ministries in policy execution and assisting treaty-making78. With the existence of the United 
Nations Security Council in this simulation, Wang will be the person who communicates with 
Chinese Representative. In addition, Wang will be the main figure to communicate with media. 
 
Chen Youyi  
Head of intelligence department under PLA General Staff 
Chen will be responsible for military and political intelligence collection and analysis. Also, he will 
command overt and clandestine intelligence collection as well as intelligence analysis79. 
 
Meng Hongwei 
Deputy Director of State Oceanic Administration 
Director of the Maritime Police Bureau 
As the Director of the Maritime Police Bureau, Meng will command China Coast Guard, which is a 
paramilitary force in territorial disputes. Since at most times China Coast Guard will be the first to 
arrive at the frontline of disputes, he has to cooperate and keeps in touch with the PLA to effectively 
conduct operations. Also, as one of the senior leaders in State Oceanic Administration, Meng will 
have the authority to command China Marine Surveillance (CMS), the Fishing Regulation 
Administration (FRA) and the General Administration of Customs80. 
 
Wu Shengli  
Commander of the People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) 
Wu has the authority over all affairs of the PLAN. 
 
Fang Fenghui   
PLA Chief of General Staff 
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As the PLA Headquarters Department Regulations states, the Chief of Staff should assist the 
principal officers and act as the primary official for organizing and coordinating commanding 
military actions81.  
 
Geng Huichang  
Minister of State Security 
Geng will cooperate with Meng Jianzhu to maintain internal stability. In addition, he will take charge 
of espionage-related affairs and surveillance. 
 
 
Membership of the Central Maritime Leading Small Group (the membership is never publicly 
announced. Thus this roster is only estimated from a news report on the establishment of the group82 
and in the simulation the roster could be expanded by Xi Jinping): 
Xi Jinping 
Wang Yi 
Chang Wanquan 
Meng Hongwei 
Meng Jianzhu 
 
Membership of the Central (National) Foreign Affairs Leading Small Group83:  
Xi Jinping 
Yang Jiechi 
Wang Yi 
Chang Wanquan 
Geng Huichang 
 
Membership of the Central National Security Leading Small Group 
Xi Jinping 
Yang Jiechi 
Wang Yi 
Chang Wanquan 
Geng Huichang 
 
Membership of the Central Finance and Economy Leading Small Group84: 
Xi Jinping 
Li Keqiang 
Wang Huning 
Li Zhanshu 
Yang Jiechi 
Fang Fenghui 
Wang Yi 
 
Important Points: 
1. There are analysis pointing out that the establishment of the NSC weakened the power of other 

members in PBSC, ensuring Xi Jinping’s control. While there are also two other PBSC member, 
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Li Keqiang and Zhang Dejiang in this committee, other PBSC members may struggle for power 
and influence. 

2. While this crisis focus more on external security threats, internal security is always one of the 
priorities in China’s domestic politics. While dealing with some traditional internal security 
issues such as espionage, delegates should always consider potential effects of their policies on 
mass population. With harsh anti-corruption measures and military reform being taken, delegates 
also may face possible discontent among military and governmental departments. In addition, 
since now Chinese economy is facing the trend of slowing down, delegates should be aware their 
policies’ impacts on economy.  

3. China’s political committee has to consider potential influence of nationalism from both the PLA 
and mass population. The PLA’s nationalism make them more incline to expansionist view on 
territorial disputes. As for mass population, with the economy slowing down, nationalism could 
be more important in supporting the CCP regime’s ruling. However, prevalent nationalism would 
also possibly constrain delegates to compromise on disputes which would be regarded as “soft”. 

 
 
 
 
Grand Strategy 
 
The basis of Chinese national security strategy relies on Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence, 
which originated from 1950s and was written into constitution in 1980s85. In 1954, the Five 
Principles of Peaceful Coexistence were officially proposed by the then Chinese Premier Zhou Enlai. 
According to Zhou, “Asian Countries must mutually respect each other’s independence and 
sovereignty and not interfere in each other’s internal affairs; they must solve their disputes through 
peaceful negotiation and not through threats and military force; they must normalize economic and 
cultural relations on the basis of equality and mutual benefit and disallow discrimination and 
limitation.”86 This demonstrates that China strives to include conflict management in its national 
security strategy and it would focus on political-diplomatic means to advance own interests87. 
China’s national security strategy is believed to emphasize on limiting the possibilities of conflicts in 
neighboring areas through dialogue and the power of the example88. However, due to lack of allies 
and loyal partners in the region, China also takes efforts to develop domestic conventional and 
strategic forces in order to improve power projection capabilities89. 
 
For example, in the case of South China Sea disputes, China is said to have always followed the 
principle of ‘shelving the disputes and working for joint development under the precondition of 
holding own sovereignty’90. China has actively participated in existing institutions, which shows its 
willingness to cooperate with Southeast Asian states and to accept these states’ interests. In addition, 
multilevel, informal and nongovernmental policy coordination and cooperation mechanisms are 
established between China and Southeast Asian states. These measures are believed by Chinese to 
have shown an act of pragmatism and generosity91. Nonetheless, Beijing meanwhile utilize coercive 
measures to enforce its sovereignty rights in the disputed areas92. In addition, when dealing with 
territorial disputes, China makes it clear that it favors bilateral negotiations as the way to find 
solutions. According to Wang Yi, the Minister of Foreign Affairs, this principle shows China does 
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not rule out multilateral negotiations but insists the stability in the region can only be maintained by 
China and Southeast states93. 
 
With the rise of China, the gap between China and the US has been reduced while the gap between 
China and its neighbors has been enlarged. This leads to China’s mindset that it can decide whether 
tension is big or small94. While pointing fingers at the US efforts of pivot to Asia and alliance system 
in the region, China tries to spread the concept of a ‘common destiny for Asia’95 by establishing 
multilateral institutions and confidence building measures96. There has been doubt over whether 
China has shifted away from the principle of keeping low external file in order to avoid conflicts 
proposed by Deng Xiaoping in 1980s97. Nonetheless, China is still believed to avoid confrontations 
while act determinedly to protect core national interests98. 
 
According to Shi Yinhong, a Renmin University professor on international politics, the strategy in 
South China Sea could be summarized as “Building fortifications after each new advance”99. When 
dealing with maritime disputes, China faces a dilemma, where it has the desire to regain the control 
of those islands and waters, or can be called rights protection, while it also has the desire to maintain 
stable relations with states in disputes and the US, or can be called stability maintenance100. Efforts 
to balance these two desires has been recorded in the CCP’s official document as well as military 
strategy planning101. If anything, it is worth noticing that in 2013, in one Politburo meeting entirely 
focusing on China being transformed to a maritime power, Xi Jinping pointed out that China in the 
past had paid too much attention on stability and thus weakened its efforts in rights protection102. 
This may imply a shift in China’s strategy. 
 
In general, the Principle of Coexistence indicates that China would strive to avoid conflicts and to 
establish coordination with other states. However, since territorial integrity is regarded as the China’s 
core national interest, it would still resort to coercion to consolidate control over territories.  
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People’s Republic of China Government Committee 
 

Xi Jinping 
General Secretary of the Communist Party of China 

President of the PRC 
Chairman of the Central Military Commission 

 
Background Information 
 
Born: 15 June 1953  
Education: B.A. in Chemical Engineering, Tsinghua Univeristy 
      PhD in Law, Tsinghua University 
 
Xi Jinping was born in 1953 in Shaanxi Province in Northern China. Xi was a “sent-down youth”, 
one of many young people who were sent to live and work in rural areas during the Cultural 
Revolution. He worked at an agricultural commune in Yanchuan County, Shaanxi Province, and 
acknowledged that his time working in a village has been a key experience for him.103 Xi uses his 
‘common’ background to his advantage, and is known domestically as ‘Uncle Xi.’ 
 
Xi joined the CCP in 1974, and served as the personal secretary to Geng Biao, then minister of 
defence, and became an active military service member.104 This background gives Xi Jinping rapport 
within the military. In 2008, Xi became Vice-President of the People’s Republic of China, and in 
2010, he became Vice-Chairman of the CPC Central Military Commission and Vice-Chairman of the 
Central Military Commission of the PRC. In 2013, he was elected as Chairman of the PRC Central 
Military Commission and President of China. 105  In 2014, Xi became head of China’s National 
Security Commission.  Xi’s tenure as leader of the PRC lasts until 2022, so he does not have to 
worry about elections or obstructive legislatures, and can focus on strengthening the PRC. Xi has 
reshuffled top commanders to promote generals close to him and to reduce potential rivals.  
 
Since assuming leadership of the PRC, Xi has championed a more assertive foreign policy, 
particularly concerning Sino-Japanese relations and the South China Sea. In his first speech as head 
of state, Xi stated that he would fight for the "the great renaissance of the Chinese nation" and 
envisioned a stronger nation based "the Chinese path", "the Chinese spirit" and "Chinese strength".106 
President Xi Jinping's one-man leadership style means that he appears to make the big decisions on 
national security without consultation with other senior leaders.107 Unlike his predecessors, Xi has 
moved quickly to amass political power and has taken a personal command of the Chinese military.   
 
Xi Jinping maintains that the islands in the South China Sea have been China’s territory since 
ancient times, and that the Chinese government is responsible for maintaining its territorial 
sovereignty and maritime interests. In November 2015, Xi stated that ‘to maintain the sovereignty 
and proper, reasonable maritime rights is a responsibility the Chinese government must take on,’ and 
that ‘China is committed to solve the problem by peaceful negotiations.’ He also welcomed 
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‘countries from outside the region’ to have a ‘positive influence’ on peace and development in 
Asia.108  

Physically, Xi is nearly six-feet tall. He has previously used his height to dominate foreign 
dignitaries. Xi has also been known to offer weak handshakes and ignore small-talk conversations 
with foreign heads of state, making them appear ‘lesser’ than himself.109 Some who have met Xi 
describe him as ‘affable, inquisitive’… ‘with a penchant for watching Hollywood movies, including 
Saving Private Ryan.’110 Others state that Xi is mysterious, and that his face ‘never breaks into 
anything telling, as if he were really, consciously trying to withhold his reactions…. Xi Jinping’s 
whole fundament of statecraft is to keep his cards very close to his chest, keep everybody a little bit 
uncertain and off balance and to project thereby an air of greater authority. ’111 
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Li Keqiang 
Member of the Politburo Standing Committee 

Premier of the People’s Republic of China 

Background Information 
 

Before rising through impressive ranks in his career, Keqiang received a bachelor’s degree in 
law from Peking University in 1982, and had completed his doctoral degree in economics in 
1994. He was awarded the Sun Yefang Economic Science Prize on his doctoral dissertation. 
Keqiang has seen a steady rise in his political and economic career. Whilst completing his 
bachelor’s degree at Peking University, he became the secretary of the Communist Youth 
League (CYL), earning ranks as a member of the Standing Committee of the CYL Central 
Committee from 1982 to 1983. After serving as the secretary of both the CPC Liaoning 
Provincial Committee and Henan Provincial Committee between 2002 and 2007, Keqiang 
became a member of the Standing Committee of the Politburo of the CPC Central Committee. In 
addition, he served as Vice Premier and Deputy Secretary of the State Council and its Leading 
Party Members’ Group. In 2013, he earned ranks as the Premier of the People's Republic of 
China, focusing on its economic and social developments.   

 
Political Inclinations and Policies 
 
As Premier of the People’s Republic of China, Keqiang’s policies strictly focus upon 
strengthening China’s socioeconomic framework. This is especially done through measures 
taken to try and provide health care, affordable housing and pension plans, increasing 
employment, promoting entrepreneurship through innovative inclinations, decreasing 
bureaucracy and advancing sustainable energy technology. 113  In regard to diplomatic and 
foreign policies in the South China Sea, as of November 2015, Keqiang proposed a five-pronged 
proposal meant to “to uphold peace and stability in the South China Sea”.114 Seen as a measure 
to ensure mutual deterrence, it capitulates to ASEAN’s code of conduct and UNCLOS’ appeal 
of 1982, dealing with disputed territory through diplomatic efforts.  
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Ø Born July 1st, 1955 in Dingyuan, 
Anhui Province 

Ø Holds degree for Doctorate of Economics, 
School of Economics at Peking University 
(1994) 

 
Ø Member of Standing Committee of 

Political Bureau of CPC Central 
Committee 

 

Ø Premier of the People’s Republic of China 

Ø Vice Premier of the State Council and 
Deputy Secretary of its Leading Party 
Members' Group 

Ø Most famously known for his criticism of 
governmental bureaucracy, as well his 
efforts to strengthen diplomatic ties in 2013 
with India - focusing on border disputes and 
creating economic relations, and 
strengthening bonds between China and 
Pakistan, as well as Switzerland and 
Germany.112 
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Zhang Dejiang 
Member of Politburo Standing Committee 

Chairman of 12th Standing Committee of the National People Congress 
 

 
Background Information 
 
Zhang was born in Liaoning Province but his career started in Jilin Province, another region in 
Northeastern China. Maybe the most unique part of his biography compared with other Chinese 
leaders is that he used to study Economics in Kim Il-sung University in North Korea after graduating 
from Korean Language Department of Yanbian University. This may indicate that he plays a bigger 
role in dealing China’s relationship with North Korea than other leaders. After finishing education, 
he returned to Yanbian, Jilin and gradually rose from a local leader to the top leader of Jilin 
Province. After serving as the top leader in Zhejiang Province from 1998 to 2002, he was admitted 
by Political Bureau, CPC Central Committee and moved to administrate Guangdong Province in 
2002. In 2008, he became the Vice Premier of State Council and in 2012, after former Secretary of 
Municipal Committee of Chongqing Municipality Bo Xilai’s scandal, Zhang was appointed to 
replace Bo. He only governed Chongqing for less than one year and then he was back to central 
government. In the same year, he joined Standing Committee of CPC Politburo. From 2013, he has 
been in the position of Chairman of Standing Committ of the National People Congress and he also 
ranked third in Standing Committee of CPC Politburo, only behind Xi Jinping and Li Keqiang115. 
 
Policy Preferences and Implications 
 
Zhang has achieved success in Yanbian and Guangdong but was also criticized for his 
controversially ruthless response to emergency crisis and crackdown on political freedom, though 
this may not be taken as wrongdoing within the Party since Zhang maintained stability of Party’s 
ruling116. He was regarded as belonging to conservative wing in the Party117. As the top leader within 
the Party, Zhang regularly takes diplomatic tasks but his identity as Vice-Chairman of National 
Security Commission and Leader of Central Coordination Group for Hong Kong and Macau Affairs 
should be paid attention to. This may indicate that he is one of the central figures in discussion of 
national security affairs, especially when Hong Kong and Macau involve in such affairs.  
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Wang Huning 
Director of the Central Policy Research Office 

Member of Politburo of 18th Communist Party of China Central Committee 

 
Background Information 
 
Before joining the CPC in April 1984, Huning studied French at the Shanghai Normal 
University as a part of the Cadre Training Program from 1972 to 1977. A year after the 
completion of his degree, Huning enlisted at the Fudan University in Shanghai from 1978 to 
1981, where he joined the graduate program in International Politics, and received a master’s 
degree in law additionally. Holding title as professor, he was a visiting scholar University of 
California, Berkley, and the University of Iowa, Iowa City. Huning also became a professor 
at Fudan University upon his graduation, and continued this role until 1989, when he thus 
became chairman of the department of International Politics until 1994. In addition, he served 
as the dean of the law school from 1994 to 1995.  
In 1995, Huning relocated to Beijing in order to take on the role as head of the Central Policy 
Research Center’s (CPRC) Political Affairs Division, and maintained this role until 1998. 
From 1998 until 2002, he served as Deputy Director of the CPRC. In the years following 
2002, Huning took on major political roles in the CPC Central Committee. From 2002 until 
2007, he was the Director of the Policy Research Office. From 2007 until 2012, he was a 
member of the Secretariat of the CPC Central Committee. Until the present time, he is a 
member of the Political Bureau, and has is an integral part of the 18th CPC Central 
Committee.119 
 
Political Inclinations and Policies  
 
For the past two decades, Huning aided in the development of both domestic and foreign 
policies expounded by former presidents Jiang Zemin and Hu Jintao. Alongside with Zemin’, 
he crafted the “theory of the three represents”, which represents the development of trends of 
advanced productive forces, the orientations of an advanced culture, and the fundamental 
interests of the overwhelming majority of the people of China.120 He also played an important 
role in Hu’s “scientific outlook on development”, According to an official statement; it calls 
for "Marxism with the reality of contemporary … and it fully embodies the Marxist 
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Ø Born October 6th, 1955, in Laizhou 
County, Shandong Province 

Ø Alumnus of International Politics, 
Department of International Politics, 
Fudan University (1978-1981) 

Ø Director of the Central Policy Research 
Center of the CPC Central Committee  

Ø Member of Politburo, 18th CPC, Central 
Committee 

Ø Crafted “Three Represents” CPC 
Theory and “Scientific Theory of 
Development”, both of which have been 
added to the Party’s Constitution118 

Ø Authored several books, including 
America against America, Analysis of 
Modern Western Politics, and Principles 
of Marxism Politics 
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worldview on and methodology for development."121 Both theories have been written into the 
Party’s constitution. Huning is also known for his refusal to converse with foreign officials 
and counterparts, denouncing him as an enigmatic figure. 
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Meng Jianzhu 
Secretary of the Central Political and Legal Affairs Commission of the CCP 

Member of Politburo of 18th Communist Party of China Central Committee 
 

Background Information 

 
After joining the workforce in 1968, and the CPC in 1971, Jianzhu was a part-time student at the 
Union Correspondence University of Economic Management, focusing upon the management of 
industrial enterprises from 1983 to 1986. In 1994, he was awarded with a Masters of 
Engineering degree from the Shanghai Institute of Machinery.   

 
Professional Accomplishments  

 
Jianzhu had seen a steady rise in his political career from 1968, when he began working as a 
captain and Fleet dispatcher. Until 1973, he was a branch secretary of the Communist Youth 
League, in addition to earning the role of Deputy Political Instructor of the Supply, Marketing, 
and Transport Station of the Qianwei Farm in Shanghai. From 1993 to 1996, Jianzhu served as 
the Vice Mayor of Shanghai, before becoming the Deputy Secretary of the CPC Shanghai 
Municipal until 2001 also. For the next six years, he was promoted and the position as Secretary 
of the CPC Jiangxi Provincial Committee, as well the Chairman of the Standing Committee of 
the Jiangxi Provincial People’s Congress. In 2008, he earned an imperative role as the Minister 
and Secretary of the Ministry of Public Security, and had become a member of the State Council 
and its Leading Party Members’ Group until 2012. In the present time, Jianzhu is a member of 
the Politburo of the CPC Central Committee, and a member of the State Council Leading Party 
Members’ Group. Additionally, he plays a very prominent role as the Deputy Secretary of the 
Committee of Political and Legal Affairs under the CPC Central Committee.  

 
Political Inclinations and Policies 

 
Jianzhu’s preferred policies are reflected through his role as the Minister of Public Security. His 
priorities are categorized by his need to maintain sociopolitical stability throughout China 
domestically. Abroad, Jianzhu is working to promote China’s role, along with the United States, as 
the dual global center of finance and shipping. 122 In September 2015, he met with US National 
Security Advisor Susan Rice to exchange mutual cyber security issues. He had also led a Chinese 
envoy meeting with representatives from the FBI and the intelligence community, in addition to the 
representatives from the State, Treasury and Justice Departments, ultimately trying to smooth over 
cyber arms control between Shanghai and Washington.123 

Li Zhanshu 
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Ø Born July 1947, in Wuxian County, 
Jiangsu Province  

Ø Holds “Master of Engineering” degree 
from the Shanghai Institute of Machinery 
(1991)  

Ø State Councilor and member of the State 
Council Leading Party Members’ Group 

Ø Deputy Secretary, Committee of Political 
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Committee 
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Director of the General Office of the Communist Party of China 
Member of Politburo of 18th Communist Party of China Central Committee124 

 
Biography 
 
Until 1993, Li’s career had been the leader of various local bureaucracies in Hebei Province. 
However, what is worth noting is his experience of acting as Secretary of CPC Committee in Wuji 
County, Hebei Province between 1983 and 1985. During this period of time, Xi Jinping was 
Secretary of CPC Committee in Zhengding County, the neighbor of Wuji County. It is reported that 
they established closed relationship at that time, which enables Li to join inner circle of Xi now125. 
From 1993 to 2012, Li had been among top leaders in Hebei, Shanxi Province, Heilongjiang 
Province and Guizhou Province. In 2012, he was promoted to the central government and started 
assuming current posts and was believed to join Xi’s inner circle126. His position in Xi’s inner circle 
is regarded as equivalent to White House Chief of Staff127. 
 
Policy Preferences and Implications 
 
Generally, Director of General Office could be regarded as the Party Chief’s personal secretariat, 
who is in charge of Xi’s and other top leaders’ affairs in everyday life128. However, Li also takes 
some diplomatic missions, which usually used to be done by State Councilor. In 2015, he visited 
Russia as Xi’s special envoy and met with President Vladimir Putin. His position as one of top 
officials in the Party and close relationship with Xi could be regarded as the reason why he was 
appointed as this role, which is likely to show Xi more and more rely on his inner circle and party 
officials may participate more in diplomacy129. Now Li has another identity: Chief of General Office 
of the National Security Commission. This may mean that he would play a more active role in 
foreign-policy making process. 
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Yang Jiechi 
State Councilor for foreign affairs 

 
Biography 
 
As one of the first chosen students sent by the government to study abroad after Cultural 
Revolution, Yang’s diplomat career began as a translator and accompanied George Bush’s 
family during their visit to China. He used to work at China’s embassy in the US for three 
times. During the last term of his tenure in the US, from 2000 to 2004, he served as 
Ambassador. 130  It is reported that he well eased tension after the 2001 mid-air collision 
between a US EP-3 spy plane and a PLAAF jet fighter when he turned US popular opinion on 
this issue131. After acting as Deputy Foreign Minister from 2004 to 2007, Yang assumed the 
role of Foreign Minister in 2007 and in 2013 he was appointed as state councilor in charge of 
foreign affairs132. 
 
Policy preferences and implications 
 
Putting Yang, who has been diplomat in the US for three times, on the top position in foreign-
policy making is believed to have shown China’s stress on relationship with the US. This may 
also suggest the Party’s trust of professional diplomats and continuing prominence of foreign 
affairs cluster in the foreign-policy making process133. Yang’s role as state councilor enables 
him to be critical coordinator on foreign affairs and, along with Minister of Foreign Affairs 
Wang Yi, being in the Central Foreign Affairs Leading Group would make him influence other 
elite policymakers134. However, his low rank in the party- not a member of Politburo- may 
affect his effectiveness and leverage135.  
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Wang Yi 
Foreign Minister of the People’s Republic of China 

 
Background Information 
 
 
Born: 19 October 1953 
 
Education: BA from Beijing International Studies University 
          MA in Economics 
 
Born in 1953, Wang Yi has worked in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for most of his career. As a 
teenager, Wang was a ‘sent down youth,’ spending eight years working on a farm in north eastern 
China.136 He is a distinguished diplomat who served as ambassador to Japan in 2004. 137   
Wang is known as a Japan specialist, and speaks fluent Japanese. As Foreign Minister, Wang’s top 
priority is to focus on Sino-Japanese relations, especially the tensions surrounding territorial disputes 
in the South China Sea.138    
 
Traits 
A firm Chinese nationalist, Wang Yi’s political style is ‘subtle and flexible’. He reportedly attempted 
to persuade American diplomats to hold bi-lateral talks with North Korea. When they refused, he 
held a dinner party and invited both American and North Korean diplomats, only to slip out halfway 
through, leaving the two groups alone. 139 The foreign minister is ‘open minded’ and does not ‘just 
accept what he [is] told,’ and has a reputation for modesty, making him popular in the Foreign 
Ministry.140  
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Geng Huichang 
Minister of State Security 

 
Background Information 
 
Perhaps due to the need to keep secrecy, Geng’s biography is not announced much. The only 
information made public is that he was appointed as the Minister of State Security in 2007 and has 
taken this role since then141. However, it is reported by western think tank analysts that Geng worked 
in Beijing International Relations Institute and the China Institutes of Contemporary International 
Relations (CICIR) in 1980s and served as President of CICIR in the early 1990s142. 
 
Policy preferences and implications 
 
Similarly, Geng’s rare appearance and exposure to the public made it hard to know his policy 
preferences. His latest attempt to communicate to the public is likely to be an article written by him 
published in 2014. He introduced the passing of a new counterespionage law, where, like Meng 
Jianzhu, the Secretary of Central Political and Legal Affairs Commission of CPC, Geng stressed the 
participation of mass population in counterespionage actions143. 
 
Generally, the Ministry of State Security is in charge of espionage abroad and domestic surveillance, 
working alongside or even sometimes, as media report, conflicting with military agencies and 
Ministry of Public Security144. When China is gradually connected with the world and face 
increasing pressure in maintaining domestic stability, it is suggested that Ministry of State Security 
increases participation in the realm of foreign policy, which could be proved by Geng’s membership 
in Foreign Affairs Leading Small Group145. 
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Meng Hongwei 
Director of the Maritime Police Bureau 

Deputy Director of State Oceanic Administration 
 

 
 
Background Information 

 
Before joining the workforce in 1972, and the Chinese Communist Party in 1975, Meng 
Hongwei studied in the Law Department of Peking University, eventually earning his Bachelor’s 
Degree in Law. Moreover, he attended Central South University in the Hunan Province of 
China, where he earned his Masters degree in in Law.146 

 
In 2004, Hongwei solidified his political and maritime career by holding ranks in numerous and 
imperative positions concerning Chinese public security. He officially earned title as the Vice 
Minister of the Ministry of Public Security, whilst holding position as Director of Interpol of the 
National Central Bureau of China, and Deputy Director of the Chinese People’s Armed Police 
Force.  On March 18th 2013, Hongwei became the Deputy Minister of Public Security, and quite 
importantly, the Director of the China Coast Guard, an organization created in a reconstituted 
State Oceanic Administration.   

 
Political Inclinations and Policies 
Hongwei’s political inclinations and policies since being appointed as Vice Minister of Public 
Security are to live up to the expectations of the central, fulfill their duties established upon 
precedents or the basis of past work and to work to push forward, determined to complete tasks 
assigned by the center. These facets remain consistent in his work as Director of China’s Coast 
Guard. In regards to the South China Sea dispute, the Coast Guard has been seen as the logistical 
and operational force utilized to uphold China’s claims on 80% of the Spratly Islands, and 
Hongwei plays quite a domineering role in this regard. Moreover, as of November 2015, he has 
increased his involvement in curbing terrorist measures, meeting with Turkish Ambassador to 
Beijing Ali Murat Ersoy, working towards the creation of mutual ties designed to ensure 
bilateral constructive cooperation between Turkey and China. 147 
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Ø Born November 1953, in Harbin City, 
Heilongjiang Province 

Ø Holds Bachelor’s Degree in Law from 
Peking University; Master of Law 
degree from Central South University  

Ø Vice-Minister of the Ministry of Public 
Security 
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Ø Director of the Maritime Police Bureau 
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People’s Republic of China’s Military Committee 
 

Xu Qiliang 
Vice Chairman of the CCP Central Military Commission 

Member of Politburo of 18th Communist Party of China Central Committee 
 

Biography and background 
 
Xu’s whole career is spent in PLA Air Force. His career started in 1966, when he received air 
force education and training in PLA Air Force’s First Aviation Reserve School. From 1969, he 
became a pilot and in 1973, he assumed the first commanding role as Deputy Chief of 
Independent Brigade, 26th Division in Air Force. In the next 31 years, he gradually got 
promoted, from commanding officer of a brigade to division commander, then to positions in the 
Staff of Air Force and to Air Force commander, Shenyang Military Area Command while also 
receive further education in Air Force Command Academy and National Defense University. In 
2004, he was selected into the general staff of PLA and became deputy chief. From 2007, Xu 
was appointed as Commander of Air Force while he also join CPC Central Military Commission 
in the same year and in 2008, he became of member of PRC Central Military Commission. In 
2012, he left the position of Air Force Commander and took current posts in Political Bureau of 
the CPC Central Committee, CPC Central Military Commission and PRC Central Military 
Commission148. 
 
Policy Preferences and implications 
 
Xu is believed to have long proposed improvement of joint operations capability and digital 
capacity in PLA war preparation149. When interviewed by media, he also stressed the importance 
of space military power150. In his term as Air Force Commander, Xu led the transition from 
focus on air defense to more integrated offensive and defensive operations151. Being the Vice 
Chairman of the Central Military Commission enables Xu to realize his vision of a more modern 
and capable air force152. It is worth noting that Xu, with his fellow Ma Xiaotian who becomes 
his successor at Air Force Commander, are first Air Force generals to hold position of vice-
chairman of the CMC which used to be dominated by ground force officers153. It is likely this 
demonstrate potential desire among China’s policymakers to improve PLA in the method of 
western-style joint operations. 
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Fan Changlong 
Vice Chairman of the Central Military Commission 

Member of Politburo of 18th Communist Party of China Central Committee 
 
Background Information 
 
Born in 1947, Fan Changlong joined the army and the Party in 1969154. His PLA career started in 
artillery of the 16th corps and remained there until 2000, during which he had acted as platoon 
commander, political instructor, battalion commander, deputy regional commander, chief of staff of 
the corps and commander of the corps155. In 2000, he was promoted as the chief of staff of Shenyang 
Military Region and in 2003, his role shifted to the General Staff Department156. In 2004, he became 
Commander of the Jinan Military Region. In 2013, Fan was promoted as the Vice-Chairman of the 
Central Military Commission157. This promotion was surprising mainly because he had never been 
the member of CMC before158, which means he is not affected by the PLA norm against “skipping 
the grade”159. There is speculation that he, as well as Xu Qiliang, the other Vice-Chairman of CMC, 
is close to Xi Jinping personally160.  
 
Policy implication 
 
It is reported that Fan was interested in military agriculture and experiments on joint logistics, 
command structures and training methods when he was the commander of the Jinan Military 
Region161. He is also believed to have strong capability of leadership, which could be reflected in his 
active and important role in 1998 floods defense and 2008 Sichuan earthquake relief efforts162. 
Similar to other high-ranking officials in the PLA, Fan also assumes a large number of military 
diplomacy and expressing China’s opinions on international or military affairs. A typical example 
would be his statement which stressed that China would not easily resort to force when dealing with 
territorial disputes on the Xiangshan Forum held in Beijing in 2015163. It is also worth noting that the 
experience in Shenyang Military Region may indicate that Fan is good at Northeast Asia affairs164. 
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Chang Wanquan 
Minister of Defense 

Member of the Central Military Commission (CMC) of the Communist Party of China 
 

Background Information 

 
Chang Wanquan joined a correspondence program at the Weinan Teachers School in the 
Shaanxi Province, where he was awarded his undergraduate degree from 1985 to 1987. In 
addition, he graduated from the National Defense University in Beijing in 1995, where he 
joined a program in the Basic Operation Department.  
 
Professional Accomplishments  
Between 1970 and1978, Wanquan held position as a staff officer in the No. 140 and No.47 
Divisions of the Operational Department of in the Lanzhou. He was promoted to personal 
secretary to Han Xianchu, former commander of the Department. From 1990 to 1994, he 
served as Director of the Operation Deparmtent of Lanzhou, until becoming the Chief of 
Staff of the 47th Group Army for the next four years. Wanquan is a member of the CPC 
Central Committee and has held this position since 2002. Additionally, he serves as a 
member of the CPC Central Military Commission, and Director of the PLA General 
Armaments Department. From 2008 until the present time, he is a member of the People’s 
Republic of China Central Military Commission, and Commander-in-Chief of the Manned 
Space Project. He has also earned the rank as general since 2007.  
 
Political Inclinations and Policies 
Wanquan’s background in military technology, as well as his position of Commander-in-
Chief of the Manned Space Project, makes him quite an avid supporter for prompt 
modernization of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) military technology and 
equipment.165 He believes in “the integration of a combined operations supreme command, 
with an emphasis on better operational coordination among the army, navy, land forces, and 
missile forces in warfare.”166 In regards to the disputes in the South China Sea, Wanquan 
helped draft a 5-point proposal on the security cooperation with ASEAN, in conjuncture 
with its Defense Minister’s Meeting (ADMM) Plus mechanisms, to push for a tolerant and 
transparent regional security cooperation structure. 167 He would like for peaceful austerity 
measures to be taken by all actors involved, and has condemned the United States’ navy 
vessel (The USS Lassen) near China’s Nansha Islands- calling for it to respect Chinese 
sovereignty and security dilemma in the region. He has famously stated that Freedom of 
Navigation is not ‘an excuse for provocation’. 
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Ø Born 1949, in Nanvang City, Henan Province  Ø Graduated from the Long-Distance Education 
Program of Weinan Specialized Teachers 
School in 1987 

Ø Commander-in-Chief of Manned Space 
Project 

Ø Director of the PLA General Armaments 
Department 

Ø Helped draft 5 point proposal on security co-
op with ASEAN following disputes in the 
South China Sea  

Ø Key player in pledging bilateral ties between 
China and Ecuador, in addition to Portugal, 
Malaysia, and Australia  
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Wu Shengli 
Commander of the People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) 

 
Background Information 
 
Born: August 1945 
 
Education: Professional Ocean Surveying and Mapping, Surveying and Mapping College of the PLA 
 
Wu Shengli was born in Hebei Province in 1945, and joined the PLA in 1964. In the 1970s and 
1980s, Wu gained experience as the captain of PLAN frigates and destroyers. From 1984 to 1992, he 
served as the Deputy Chief of Staff of the Shanghai Naval Base, a major support base for the East 
Sea Fleet located at the mouth of the Yangtze River.168 
 
In 2004, he was promoted as vice chief of the General Staff, and became navy commander in 2006. 
He was Rear Admiral in 1994, Vice Admiral in 2003 and has served as Admiral of the PLAN since 
2006.  
 
Wu has presided over the PLAN during its maritime expansion and increased regional tensions. 
Wu’s policy agenda is to promote the development of a blue-water navy, expanding the PLAN from 
a coastal defence force to an expeditionary force.169 During his time as Admiral, Wu has led the 
PLAN in conducting anti-piracy escort operations in the Gulf of Aden, evacuation operations in 
Libya and Yemen, participating in complex multinational maritime exercises, and the commissioning 
of China’s first aircraft carrier.170  
Wu is currently the oldest member of the Central Military Commission, and it is rumored that he will 
retire before the next Party Congress in 2017.171 
 
Wu believes China’s ‘Century of Humiliation’ was caused by insufficient naval power, and 
advocates for an expanded Navy and strong maritime presence. In October 2015, he stated that a 
‘minor incident could spark war in the South China Sea if the United States did not stop its 
“provocative acts” in the disputed waterway.’172 However, Wu has also sought to encourage 
exchanges with the United States to develop aircraft carrier operations and improving education for 
naval officers. He states that ‘exchanges would allow China to better work alongside the U.S. to 
maintain global security.’173  
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Ma Xiaotian 
Commander of the People’s Liberation Army Air Force (PLAF) 

 
Background Information 
 
Born: August 1949 
 
Ma Xiaotian joined the air force one month before his 16th birthday and became a military pilot six 
years later - one of the youngest in the PLA. Ma was named a major general of the air force in 1995 
and promoted to deputy chief of the PLA general staff two years later. From 2000 to 2003, Ma was 
commander of the country's two most important military commands in coastal Nanjing and Lanzhou, 
in Gansu province in the northwest, dealing with the Taiwan Strait, Tibet and Xinjiang . In 2003, he 
was promoted to deputy commander of the air force and, in 2006, he was named president of the 
PLA's National Defence University.174 In 2012, Ma has served as Commander-in-Chief of the PLA 
Air Force. He is also a member of the Central Military Commission. 175  

Traits 

Ma Xiaotian is known as ‘hawkish’ and outspoken about China’s territorial disputes in the East and 
South China seas.176 
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Fang Fenghui 
PLA Chief of General Staff 

 
Background Information 
 
Born: April 1951  
 
Fang Fenghui was born in Shaanxi Province in 1951. He joined the PLA in 1968, and served for 34 
years in the Lanzhou Military Region, primarily in Xinjiang. Among his positions was chief of staff 
of the Xinjiang Military District and commander of the 21st Group Army. In December 2003, Fang 
was appointed chief of staff of the Guangzhou Military Region, and was promoted in 2007 to be 
commander of the Beijing Military Region and elected to the 17th Party Congress Central 
Committee. In 2009, he was in charge of the 60th anniversary National Day parade in Beijing, 
accompanying Hu Jintao in reviewing the troops.177 Fang was appointed to his current position as 
Chief of the Headquarters of the General Staff in October 2012.178  
 

Traits 

Fang has been an electronics enthusiast for years. According to military websites, one of his hobbies 
is developing integrated military command software.179 
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Chen Youyi 
Head of the Intelligence Department of the Chinese People's Liberation Army General Staff 

Department 
 
 

Background Detail and Professional Highlights 
 

Ø Born in 1954 Ø Holds a PhD from the Chinese 
Academy of Social Sciences' 
Institute of East European, Russian 
and Central Asian Studies.180  

Ø Appointed as the Head 
of intelligence of the Chinese 
People's Liberation Army in 2012 

Ø Disreputably known as a figure of 
obscure family background, with 
little known details about his 
professional work 

 
Academics and Education 
 
Whilst little is known about General Youyi’s background, his academic and educational 
milestones have been made explicitly clear to the general public. According to reports by 
the South China Post, he obtained a master’s degree in international politics from the 
National Defense University in Washington, DC, and a phD from the Chinese Academy of 
Social Sciences' Institute of East European, Russian and Central Asian Studies.181   
  
Professional Accomplishments  
 
“Major General Chen Youyi's first job in his new capacity as the People's Liberation Army's 
intelligence chief was accompanying General Ma Xiaotian, the PLA's deputy chief of general 
staff, in a meeting with visiting United States Undersecretary of Defence for Policy Michele 
Flournoy” in early 2012.182 This promotion in position occurred after 2 years after he was 
promoted to major general in July 2010, when he was the deputy head of military 
intelligence.183 
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UNITED	STATES	OF	AMERICA	GOVERNMENT	COMMITTEE	
 
The United States Government 
The 2013 “Pivot” to Asia marked a policy of increased engagement with Asia by the Obama 
Administration. Increasing trade links to the region have increased its strategic importance 
particularly as Asian economics continue to prosper while European markets are still mired in a slow 
post-recession recovery  
US interest in the area is largely based around maintaining the free flow of trade. $5.3billion of 
global trade goes through the South China Sea alone ($1.2 accounted for by just the US). This 
requires ensuring that no impediments to naval transit arise but also maintaining political stability: a 
war in the Pacific would significantly hamper regional trade.  
As such, the US can been seen as an essentially status quo power in the Pacific, attempting to 
maintain the regional order. 
 
Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
On 4 February 2016 the US signed the Trans Pacific Partnership184 in Auckland, New Zealand with 
eleven other states with economic interest in the Pacific. With the treaty Canada; New Zealand; 
Australia; Mexico; Peru; Chile; Brunei; Japan; Malaysia; Singapore; and Vietnam joined the US in a 
trade agreement that sets out to establish the world’s largest free trade zone.  

 
This treaty ties the US economy closer to the Pacific region and increases American interest in 
maintaining order in the region. However, the treaty itself has caused some murmurs of discontent in 
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the region. China is notably absent from the agreement and with interest in signing declared by 
Taiwan; the Phillipines; South Korea; Thailand; and Indonesia, this agreement has given rise to 
Chinese fears of strategic encirclement.  
By tying the US economically a number of important actors in the Pacific region, the US’ role in the 
region has increased but Washington will have to play it carefully to avoid upsetting its already 
lukewarm relationship with Beijing.   
 

Sino-American Relations 
China presents a unique puzzle for US policy makers. 
Since former US President Nixon’s visit to China in 
1972, the US has attempted to cooperate with the rising 
power. Where once revolutionary China was seen as the 
bogey man of Asia, now US policy is based on working 
with Beijing as much as possible and co-opting the 
world’s largest state into the, US-led, international 
order. 
This has led to an increasingly complex relationship 

between the US and China. As China grows increasingly powerful it has sought to assert its interests 
more forcibly in the region, threatening the status quo that the US seeks to maintain. At the same 
time, the US economy has become increasingly interdependent on China’s and the need to avoid 
confrontation with Beijing has become ever more embedded in policy circles. 
China is the largest foreign investor185 in US Government debt, accounting for 21% of its overseas 
debt. At the same time, China is the US’s second largest trade partner (after Canada) while the US is 
China’s most important partner. Both countries are hugely important to each other economically. The 
increased openness of the Chinese economy resulting from their WTO membership alone is 
estimated186 to contribute 0.7% GDP growth year on year and 0.4% employment growth to the US 
economy.  
At the same time, Chinese policy has become increasingly troublesome for the US as the country has 
grown in assertiveness.  
As a permanent UN Security Council member, China has regularly vetoed US interventionist desires, 
placing a premium on sovereignty and its human rights abuses are legion. However, the most 
troublesome aspect of China’s growing assertiveness, for the US, has to be its increasing territorial 
claims in the South and East China Seas.  
These pose a direct threat to the status quo and 
trade in the region. Moreover, they bring China 
into direct conflict with US Treaty allies. There 
are prominent voices in Washington who see 
conflict between China and the US as inevitable 
and many more who argue that Chinese power 
must be contained.  
The US relationship with China is probably the 
most important bilateral relationship in the world 
at present. But as tensions rise in the region, US 
policy makers are put in an increasingly difficult 
position: how can we balance our relationship 
with China and our broader interests in the Pacific? 
Maritime Law & Exclusive Economic Zones 
The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea gives a state special rights regarding the 
exploration and exploitation of natural resources within 200 nautical miles of it coast. These are still, 
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however, considered international waters. China disputes the US’ right to send military vessels 
through these waters or to fly over them, rights which the US staunchly defends.  
China has intercepted US patrols: in the air in 2001 when a US EP-3 plane collided with a Chinese 
F-8 near Hainan Island and in the sea as with USNS Impeccable and Victorious in 2009 or the 
Chinese Submarine colliding with a US destroyer’s sonar array in June of the same year.  
Defence Treaties 
The US has defence treaties with Japan, the Phillippines, Australia, Malaysia and South Korea. The 
Taiwan Relations Act (1979) also ties the US to military intervention if China invades Taiwan. 
Japan 
US ties with Japan are considered very tight. However, many in Tokyo feel that the US’ increased 
focus on Beijing threatens their national security. Recent years have seen a rise in Japanese 
Nationalism and Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has moved to ameliorate the terms of Japanese 
neutrality so that the state is no longer totally reliant on the US for its defence. 
Nonetheless, US commitments with Japan are strong and while making no statement as to the 
rightful sovereignty of the islands, the Obama Administration has made it clear187 that Chinese 
military steps to take control of the Diaoyu/Senkaku islands would trigger a US response under the 
Mutual Defence Pact (1960) 
Philippines 
The US-Philippines Mutual Defence Treaty dates back to 1951. However, unlike that with Japan, its 
territorial extent has not been directly enumerated by recent administrations.  
Tensions between the Philippines and China have been particularly worrisome in recent years. The 
controversial ownership of the “Reed Bank” and its likely natural gas reserves, have been a source of 
particular strife188.   
In response to recent tensions, the Philippines has 
increased its military cooperation with the US. In 
2012 Manilla invited189 the US to re-open a naval 
base in Subita Bay and Clark Air Force Base on 
Philippines’ territory that had been closed in the 
early ‘90s. 
Taiwan 
The US relationship with Taiwan is also highly 
complex. Before 1979, Washington recognised the 
government in Taipei as the Republic of China, the 
true representatives of the Chines people. The 
relationship between the two countries was extremely strong and Taiwan’s security was vocally 
guaranteed by the American military. 
However, after 1979 the relationship became more ambiguous. The government in Taipei became 
identified as nothing more that body that governs Taiwan. Beijing took Taipei’s seat in the United 
Nations and direct contact between Taiwanese and US government officials became increasingly 
rare.  
The Taiwan Relations Act (1979) remains the bases for US-Taiwanese relations. Requires the US to 
come to the military aid of Taiwan if attacked by the PRC. However, it makes no specific mention of 
those territories claimed by Taiwan but not under its control (such as the Diaoyo/Senkaku islands). 
Though it does not recognise Taiwan as anything other than the governing body of the island. 
Military Aid to Taiwan has been virtually cut off. And a bid to sell advanced fighter jets to Taiwan 
was scuppered under Chinese pressure in 2011 suggesting that the Taiwanese relationship is far 
subordinate to that with mainland China. Nonetheless, trade ties continue to grow and the US 
remains committed to defending the small island against invasion from the mainland.  
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United States of America’s Government Committee 
 
Barack Obama 
President of the United States of 
America 
 
Barack Obama is the is the 44th President of 
the United States of America and 
Commander-in-Chief of the US Armed 
Forces. The Democrat, a former US 
Senator for Illinois, is the first African-
American President of the US and was 
elected in 2008 on a popular platform 
promoting a message of change and 
positivity. He was re-elected comfortably in 
2012. 
As head of government, Obama is the most 
significant figure in making decisions of 
war and strategy in the US. Ultimately the 
buck stops at his desk. However, the Unites 
States Government prides itself on its 
division of power. The Presidency shares 
its power with the Supreme Court and the 
US Congress particularly when it comes to 
military matters. The decision to go to war 
remains the purview of Congress who 
retain the powers of oversight over the President’s decisions. Furthermore, the President is bound to 
act in accordance with the US constitution and its laws. So the US President may be the most 
powerful man in the world but he must act under a number of constraints. 
Barack Obama is a civil rights and constitutional lawyer by training, a graduate of Colombia 
University and Harvard Law School. Before entering politics Obama worked as a community 
organiser and was involved in the peace movement during the Vietnam war. Throughout his political 
career he was vocal in his opposition to the Iraq War and his avowed dedication to ending war saw 
him win the Nobel Peace Prize in 2009 mere months after entering office. 
The Pacific region was set at the heart of the Obama administration’s foreign policy with the “pivot” 
towards the region. The Obama administration prioritised military and trade agreements with allies 
in the Pacific region which it identified as a growing global power base. 
Obama’s two terms of office have seen his ideas somewhat tempered by the realities he has faced. 
Attempts to establish the Transpacific Partnership, a broad ranging free trade deal between the US 
and its Pacific allies, have been largely stifled by domestic concerns both from a Republican 
dominated Congress and within Obama’s own party. While Obama has been able to withdraw US 
forces from Iraq, the Afghanistan War still continues while governmental collapse in Libya and Syria 
has dragged the US back into the Middle East. Russian aggression towards Ukraine have even placed 
the presumed calm region of Europe at the centre of Obama’s foreign policy agenda, taking away 
much attention that could have gone towards the Asian pivot. 
A delicate balance must be struck by Obama in the case that a crisis breaks out in the Pacific. The 
US’ military commitments in the region and desire to maintain the status quo are imperilled by a 
rising China. But this same rising China is becoming increasingly important to the US economy. 
Furthermore, the US military is stretched with ongoing war in Afghanistan, a need to show force in 
Europe to check a belligerent Kremlin and a commitment to combatting ISIS that is likely to 
escalate.  
The US public remains wary of military commitment after the Iraq War and public support for 
military action, especially that which risks US lives is increasingly difficult to come by. However, 
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many within Obama’s own administration have called for a more assertive foreign policy from the 
President. Obama has become heavily reliant on strategic bombing and drone strikes for the conduct 
of his global military strategy but how this could be adapted to meet a crisis in the Pacific remains to 
be seen. 
As Obama comes to the end of his second term, the focus of his administration inevitably turns to 
what legacy he will leave behind but also of securing a third term for the Democratic party. Such 
concerns will necessarily play a role in the administration’s reaction to any upcoming crisis. 
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Joseph Biden 
Vice President of the United States of 
America 
 
Joe Biden has been Vice President of the US 
since 2008. He was originally a rival of 
Obama’s for the Democratic nomination but 
dropped out as the race became focused on 
the candidatures of Obama and former First 
Lady and New York Senator, Hillary 
Clinton. His selection of Obama’s running 
mate was largely seen as beefing up the 
foreign policy credentials of the young 
Ilinois Senator who lacked any major foreign 
policy experience.  
Biden was a US Senator for Delaware from 
1973 until he became Vice-President in 
January 2009. For the last two years of his 
Senatorial service he had served as Chairman 
of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
on which he had long served as a member. 
While Biden lacks any major decision 
making power in his own right, he has 
proven a trusted confidant and advisor to 
Obama and a highly popular public figure in his own right. 
One of Biden’s great strengths throughout his tenure as Vice President has been his relationship with 
Congress developed throughout his many years of service. As power shifted in both the US Senate 
and House of Representatives from the President’s Democratic Party to the Republicans, Obama’s 
relationship and ability to work with Congressional leaders suffered considerably. Biden became a 
useful tonic for the administration and was often used to hammer out deals across party lines that 
Obama would otherwise have struggled to achieve.  
Personal tragedy was been entwined with Biden’s public life from the very beginning. Just weeks 
before Biden’s inauguration as one of the youngest ever US Senators, his wife was killed in a car 
crash that almost prompted Biden to resign to care for his two sons. Over thirty years later, Biden 
would withdraw from the race to succeed Obama as he struggled to deal with the death of his eldest 
son Beau Biden, the former Attorney General of Delaware. 2016 therefore, marks the end of Joe 
Biden’s long years of public service. At 73 he is unlikely to hold public office again. Therefore, the 
final chapters in his lustrous career are currently being written. Not unlike Obama, legacy issues will 
inevitably loom large for Biden, a man who has dedicated so much of his life to serving his country. 
While Biden has been a trusted number two to Obama and has developed a close working 
relationship with the President he serves, he has had significant foreign policy disagreement with the 
younger man. Along with then Secretary of State, Hillary Clinton , he pushed for more decisive 
action in Syria in 2012 when Syrian President Bashar al Assad was engaged in a brutal civil war with 
his people.  
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John Kerry 
United States Secretary of State 
 
John Kerry succeeded Hillary Clinton as US 
Secretary of State for Barack Obama’s 
second term of office. From 1985 until 
assuming this office he served as US Senator 
for Massachusetts. In 2004 he was the 
Democratic nominee for the US Presidency 
losing out to incumbent President George W 
Bush. Opposition to the war in Iraq was one 
of the cornerstones of his campaign. He 
succeeded Joe Biden as Chairman of the 
Senate Foreign Relations Committee and has 
a long history of engagement in foreign 
affairs issues in his political life, particularly 
focused on the Middle East. Since becoming 
Secretary of State, Kerry has prioritised 
attempting to find resolution of the 
Palestinian-Israeli conflict. 
Kerry’s term as Secretary of State has 
coincided with increased tension in the 
Pacific and he has been vocal in expressing 
concerns about Chinese activities in the 
region. However, he has also been keen to play down talk of a conflict and has called for an 
approach to the region that is not “zero sum”. As with President Obama, and as befits the office of 
premier diplomat of the United States, Kerry’s political instincts emphasise talks and diplomacy over 
the exercise of military power. If effort needs to be expended to deescalate tensions in the region, 
Kerry will likely shoulder much of the responsibility and would be keen to mark his term in office 
with a major diplomatic victory. 
The US Secretary of State is a cabinet position appointed by the US President so serves as the 
pleasure of the President. Kerry’s predecessor Hillary Clinton was quite independent in the role and 
maintained a very high profile. The appointment of Obama loyalist Susan Rice, tipped by many to 
succeed Clinton over Kerry before the fallout of the Benghazi attacks, suggests a centralising of 
foreign policy power within the White House and a diminution of the role of Secretary of State. 
While Kerry is largely in line with Obama’s views on foreign policy, he was surprised by Obama’s 
decision not to respond to the Assad’s crossing of the Obama administration’s “red line” issue of 
using chemical weapons in 2014.  
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Ashton Carter  
United States Secretary of Defence 
 
Ashton Carter succeeded Chuck Hagel 
as US Secretary of Defence in February 
2014. Carter is a Theoretical Physicist 
and served in numerous high-level 
academic positions in the fields of both 
physics and international affairs and 
taught at Harvard’s John F Kennedy 
School of Government. He was held 
numerous positions in the Defence 
department in both the Obama 
Administration and that of President 
Bill Clinton in the 1990s.  
His background gives Carter an 
interesting perspective on international 
affairs. He sees technology as being at 
the root of many of the international 
issues that face the US and the wider 
global community. But he also puts 
faith in technology, in scientific 
discovery, to find solutions. 
Though a Democrat, Carter is not 
considered to be an Obama loyalist and 
is significantly more assertive than his 
predecessor Hagel and to be one of the voices for the strategic use of military force by the US 
government. He supported the Iraq war and in his Senate confirmation hearings called for robust 
action in both Ukraine and against ISIS. 
While Carter’s instincts may call for a robust approach to US foreign policy, budget cuts and 
spending restraints loom large over the department that he oversees. It is arguable that dealing with 
across the board budget cuts is the biggest single issue facing Carter in his term as Defence 
Secretary. 
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Susan Rice 
National Security Advisor to the President of the 
United States 
 
Susan Rice became National Security Advisor to US 
President Barack Obama on 1 July 2013 having served 
as US Ambassador to the United Nations for his first 
term of office. She is an accomplished academic in the 
field of international affairs and has worked for 
numerous high profile think-tanks including the 
Brookings Institute. She served as Assistant Secretary of 
State for African Affairs under US President Bill 
Clinton.  
Rice had been tipped to succeed Hillary Clinton as 
Secretary of State but was badly damaged politically by 
the political fallout from the attack by Jihadists on the 
US Embassy in Benghazi. She is a known Obama 
loyalist and high profile member of his administration. 
Her appointment to the position of National Security 
Advisor suggests a major increase in the importance of the role and perhaps a centralising of foreign 
policy decision making within the White House.  
Rice’s tenure has been focused primarily on the Middle East and her previous career in African 
affairs. However, she did make a major speech about US-China relations in September 2015 where 
she marked out Chinese cyber-attacks as a major threat to the US both in terms of its national 
security and economy.  
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John O. Brennan 
Director of the Central Intelligence Agency 
 
The Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) is the US 
Civilian foreign intelligence agency. It is focused 
on human intelligence gathering and lacks law 
enforcement capabilities. The CIA has increased in 
size and scope significantly since the September 
2001 attacks. It has the broadest scope of all 
elements of the US Intelligence Community. 
John O. Brennan was appointed the Director of the 
CIA in 2013. He is considered to lack the political 
clout possessed by his predecessors  during the 
Obama Administration: General David Petraeus 
and Leon Panetta. His also brings significant 
expertise in counterterrorism. 
Brennan had previously served President Obama 
as Homeland Security Advisor and President 
George W Bush as Director of the National 
Counterterrorism Center. Brennan worked for 25 
years as an analyst with the CIA focusing on the 
Middle East and South Asia. He holds an MA from the University of Texas, Austin and speaks 
Arabic fluently. His experience in Pacific Affairs is more limited.  
When Obama was first inaugurated in 2008 Brennan was his first choice for the position of CIA 
Director but his involvement in the organisation during the Bush II administration and his comments 
in support of “enhanced interrogation” led the administration to propose the less controversial Leon 
Panetta. 
Thus far Brennan’s tenure in the position has been dogged with controversy surrounding both mass 
surveillance of US citizens and the use of extrajudicial killings.  
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James R. Clapper 
United States Director of National Intelligence 
 
The position of Director of National Intelligence was established 
upon the recommendation of the 9/11 Commission Report (2004). 
Prior to this the CIA Director had concurrently held this role as 
head of the US Intelligence communities. The Director is 
designed to be the primary advisor to the President on intelligence 
matters and to provide oversight over the US Intelligence 
Community.  
There have been critics as to the effectiveness of the position. 
Though the Director of the CIA is subordinate to the Director of 
National Intelligence, this is not necessarily reflected in the 
relative influence enjoyed in the US Government. Furthermore, 
the supposed advisory role of the Director conflicts with the close 
confidence typically enjoyed the President’s National Security Advisor. This is particularly relevant 
with Obama loyalist Susan Rice in that position who enjoys an influence far beyond what is typical 
of the role. 
Clapper is a retired Lieutenant General of the United States Air Force. He spent 32 years in the Air 
Force after graduating as a military graduate of the University of Maryland. He spent a significant 
portion of his career in command of a signals intelligence detachment based in Thailand. Following 
his retirement from active service in 1995 he served as Director of the Defence Intelligence Agency 
for US Forces Korea and the Pacific Command. He then worked for a number of years in the private 
sector. This experience gives Clapper an insight into the Pacific region that is unusual in an 
administration that has been focused on terror threats and instability in the Middle East. 
Prior to becoming Director of National Intelligence in 2010, Clapper served as Undersecretary for 
National Intelligence under the George W Bush administration. Clapper’s appointment was 
confirmed unanimously by the Senate in a process that saw him guarantee to provide oversight over 
the use of military drones. 
Like his colleague John O. Brennan, Director of the CIA, Clapper has been damaged politically by 
revelations of mass surveillance by the US Intelligence Community. 
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Joseph Dumford 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff 
 
The Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff is the highest ranking 
commissioned officer in the US Armed Forces. However, they 
are not allowed oversee operational command but rather assist 
the President and Secretary of Defence in their operational 
duties. 
Dumford is a Marine General previously serving as 
Commandant of the Marine Corps. He has a long and 
distinguished military service, commanding a marine battalion 
during the Iraq War. From 2012 Dumford commanded US and 
NATO forces in Afghanistan. 
“Fighting Joe” was the moniker attached to Dumford during his 
time in Iraq and he developed a strong reputation in recent wars. 
Though his practical experience has been focused on the Middle East, the US Marine Corps retains 
significant institutional knowledge of the Pacific having played central roles in WWII’s Pacific 
Arena, the Korean War and Vietnam. Asides from practical military knowledge in an administration 
with little military experience, Dumford will be well versed in the US’ previous military 
engagements in the Pacific region that would prove invaluable should a crisis break out in the region. 
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UNITED STATES PACIFIC COMMAND (USPACOM)  

SITUATION BRIEF 

The tensions in the South China Sea are significant, involving multiple parties within Asia. The 
People’s Republic of China, Taiwan, Vietnam, Malaysia, Brunei-Darussalam, Japan and the 
Philippines are competing over maritime authority of the South China Sea itself – with specific focus 
on the Spratly Islands and the claimed “Nine-Dashed Line” outlined by China.190 China has begun 
construction of artificial islands in the maritime region through the means of land-filling existing 
atolls (coral-reefs). They have since constructed islands with airstrips and other facilities.  
 
The United States Pacific Command (USPACOM) is the largest geographical command for the 
United States, with its operational jurisdiction spanning over a third of the globe. The actions of 
China have raised tensions between ourselves and multiple of our allies in the region and their 
actions has threatened the fundamental Freedom of Navigation policy USPACOM is dedicated to 
uphold. The Chinese artificial islands in the region are clearly designed and constructed with a 
military and intelligence orientated approach. Their actions in the region in additional to other 
expansive activities in the North China Sea around the Senkaku Islands have also been at the 
forefront of our maritime considerations. The tension in the region has recently escalated over the 
last year through the maritime activities of local civilians and armed forces alike.  
 
For the political dimensions and positions of the US government (i.e. President), refer to the main 
US position paper for political members. However, as USPAOM is primarily a military organization, 
our positions centralized on expanding, maintaining and improving both our naval capabilities and 
relationships with other national navies.  

STRATEGIC OBJECTIVE 

The United States Pacific Command (USPACOM) is to ensure the retention of US interests in the 
region by supporting our Allies in their effort for the Freedom of Navigation. In addition, amidst the 
expansion of China into the region, they have also modernized and streamlined their defense 
capabilities. Designing new units and building new naval vessels (Aircraft Carriers). In addition, 
their cyber capacities have also expanded within the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) 3rd General 
Staff Office – 3PLA was allegedly the perpetrator for the Advanced Persistent Threat APT1 into 
United States computer networks in 2013.191  
 
Our role as the main maritime command in the region needs to ensure our capabilities are not 
compromised amidst their developments in the region. Within the context of the 2012 Untied States 
Defense Strategy Guidance 192 , our regional objectives are as follows (SIMULATION 
PURPOSE)193: 

1. Ensure United States maritime presence in the region and the Freedom of Navigation. 

																																																								
190 ‘Nine-Dashed Line’, The Diplomat, Available from: http://thediplomat.com/tag/nine-dashed-line/, 
Accessed January 24, 2016. 
191 Advanced Persistent Threat 1, Mandiant, Available from: http://intelreport.mandiant.com, Accessed 
January 24, 2016. 
192 United States Department of Defense, United States Defense Strategy Guidance, (2012), Available from: 
http://www.pacom.mil/Portals/55/Documents/Defense_Strategic_Guidance.pdf, Accessed on January 24, 
2016.   
193 Additional objectives can be established between the President and Commander USPACOM – (i.e. Prevent 
the further expansion of China and ensure maritime and intelligence dominance of US and its allies in the 
region. 
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2. Collection and Analysis of accurate intelligence of all naval, maritime, political, security and 
social activities in the region. 

3. Support our allies in the region (i.e Philippines, Vietnam, Singapore) and their activities in 
the South China Sea. 

4. Ensure the limited actions and capabilities of terrorist organization in the region through 
counterterrorism operations. 

5. Protect all allied and federal facilities from acts of maritime piracy.  
6. Support all humanitarian and disaster relief operations in the region – provide military and 

logistical assistance.  
7. Conduct pacific outreach programs in the region to improve diplomatic and military relations 

with Navies operating within our geographical domain.  

SIMULATION CAPABILITIES 

During the simulation, delegates of USPACOM each possess a level of command and control which 
will be outlined in the ‘Chain of Simulation Command’ section of this position paper. This follow 
section outlines the specific capabilities USPACOM will possess during the simulation.  
 
Maritime Combat, Intelligence and Logistical  
Overall, as USPACOM, your capabilities will centralize around the utilization of maritime and aerial 
warfare to provide both support and intelligence for the US political decision making process in 
addition to supporting other governments – when authorized by the President and Commander 
USPACOM. However, not all operations must be authorized by the highest levels of office.194 The 
main units under the command of USPACOM are: 
 

1. Seventh Fleet (United States Pacific Fleet) 
2. Fifth Air Force,  
3. Seventh Air Force (Unite States Pacific Air Force) 
4. Special Operations Command (Pacific & Korea) 

 
Fundamentally, the larger the deployed force or the higher-sensitivity of the deployed force (i.e. 
Special Forces), the higher levels of authorization are required. However, this does not restrict the 
planning capabilities of any delegate – with the exclusion of J9 Pacific Outreach, whose main role is 
Media and Public cohesion. When requesting the authorization of higher command for an operation, 
the format below is recommended to streamline the process. The subsequent following sections 
outlines the structure of the three main units under USPACOM and the attached Special Operations 
Commands.  

																																																								
194 Should there be any confusion about the authorisation requirement, delegates can request clarification from 
the Chairs. 
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Naval Forces (See Fig 1): 
Seventh Fleet - Command Responsibility: Commander US Pacific Fleet 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The main maritime fighting unit of USPACOM within Southeast Asia stems from their Seventh 
Fleet with its headquarter in Yokosuka, Japan.195  Although in reality, this includes the Third Fleet 
(located in San Diego, California), this simulation has not included it within the set of authorized 
capabilities of USPACOM as the focus of the simulation is to push for diplomatic solution to 

																																																								
195 Map of United States Naval Harbours, Available from: 
http://www.stripes.com/polopoly_fs/7.93127.1298058216!/image/3512075476.jpg_gen/derivatives/default/35
12075476.jpg, Accessed January 24, 2016. 

RECOMMEDNED: Operational Authorization Example: 
	
Type of Operation: Infiltration and Information Gathering  
 
Status: Clandestine (TOP SECRET) 
 
Description: Proposal to send in a special operation force (SOF) into the military facility on the Spratly 
islands for IMGINT, planting of surveillance and FLIR targeting equipment for potential follow-on orbital 
strike. Method of insertion will be through HALO jump into the region and subsequent insertion via 
submarine. 
 
Unit Tasked:  

1) SEAL TEAM 2, CFT-71, US Seventh Fleet. 
2) USS Chicago (SSN-721), CFT-74, US Seventh Fleet. 

 
Requesting Unit: Director J2, USPACOM 
 
Primary Authorization Level: Commander, US Pacific Fleet (SIGNATURE REQUIRED) 
Secondary Authorization Level: Commander, US PACOM (SIGNATURE REQUIRED) 
Third Authorization Level: President, United States (SIGNATURE REQUIRED) 
 
Mission Commander: Director J2 
Mission Deputy Commander: Director J3  
 
*Only after all three levels of authorization has been obtained can the action/maneuver be initialized.  
 

Fig.	1	Harbour	Locations	of	United	States	Navy	Fleets	
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tensions in the region and the focus is South East and East Asia. In addition, the Seventh Fleet 
currently possesses a Naval Logistics base in the Republic of Singapore under Command Task Force 
(CTF) 73. However, should USPACOM desire the involvement of the 3rd Fleet during the 
simulation; approval must be attained from both the US President, Commander PACOM and the 
Simulation organizers. The Seventh Fleet possess multiple sub-components known as “Task-Forces” 
which it has 8 in total, each responsible for a certain type of ordnance or operation – ranging from 
surveillance to special operations. The chart below shows the Tasks-Forces of the 7th Fleet in 
correspondence to the main USPACOM command infrastructure – and have been modified for the 
purpose of the simulation.196  
 

Conventionally, the entire fleet would 
be under the command of Commander, 
7th Fleet. However, for the playability 
purpose, the fleet itself will be mainly 
under the command of Commander US 
Pacific Fleet (See Capability 
Command Chart) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 
Aerial Forces: 
Fifth Air Force (Japan)197  
Command Responsibility: Commander, Pacific Air Force 
 

 
One of two main US Aerial forces in 
Asia, 5th Air Force is located in Japan 
and under the command of Commander 
US Forces, Japan. The 5th is spread out 
throughout Japan in three main Air 
Bases: Misawa (Northern), Yokota 
(Central) and Kadena (South) that allows 
the US to deploy effectively from 
anywhere and to anywhere around Japan 
and its waters. Unlike the US Navy, the 
5th is made up of three main “Wings”. 

The 18th Wing, 35th Fighter Wing and 374th Air-Lift Wing. The 18th Wing is the largest combat wing 
in the US Air Force with a broad variety of combat and logistical aircrafts. The 35th Fighter Wing is 

																																																								
196 Seventh Fleet, Combined Naval Component Command, Available from: 
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/agency/navy/c7f.htm, Accessed January 24, 2016. 
197 United States Air Force, Fifth Air Force Units, Available from: http://www.5af.pacaf.af.mil/units/, 
Accessed January 24, 2016. 

SEVENTH FLEET (YOKOSUKA, JAPAN) 
TASK 

FORCE 
DESIGNA

TION 

DESCRIPTION 

CTF-70 Battle Force - Carrier Strike Group Five 
CTF-71 Naval Special Warfare Unit One 
CTF-72 Patrol and Reconnaissance Force 
CTF-73 Logistics Group, Western Pacific 
CTF-74 Submarine Forces 

CTF-75 Explosive Ordinance, Logistics and 
Construction 

CTF-76 Amphibious Strike / Expeditionary Strike 
Group 

CTF-78 Naval Forces, Korea Command 

CTF-79 Air Ground Team Three (AGT-3) - US 
Marine Corps 

FIFTH AIR FORCE (JAPAN) 
AIR-BASE 

(AB) 
LOCATION 

Relative Location 
in Japan WING 

DESIGNATION 

Misawa AB Northern Japan 35th Fighter Wing 

Yokota AB 

Central Japan 
(Tokyo) 

374th Air-Lift 
Wing 

36th Air-Lift 
Squadron 

Kadena AB Southern Japan 
(Okinawa) 18th Wing 
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formed of two squadrons focused on the suppression of enemy aerial defenses. The 374th Air-Lift 
Wing and the 36th Air-Lift Squadron maintain air-ready crews to support all operations in the Pacific 
and Asia regions. 
 
 In reality, the 5th Air Force would come under the jurisdictional command of the Lt. General John L. 
Dolan (Commander, US Forces Japan). However, for simulation playability, the 5th Wing would 
come under the command of Commander, Pacific Air Force.  
 
Seventh Air Force (Japan)198  
Command Responsibility: Commander, Pacific Air Force 
 

The Second component of US Aerial 
forces in Asia, 7th Air Force is located in 
South Korea. The 7th is home to two 
main fighter wings: the 51st Fighter 
Wing, located in Osan Air Base, 48 
Miles South of the Demilitarized Zone 
(DMZ) separating North and South 
Korea; and the 8th Fighter Wing, located 
in Kunsan Air Base, about 150 Miles 
South of Seoul. The 51st Fighter Wing is 
fundamentally focused on providing 

operationally ready Airmen for the execution of combat and logistical operations. The 8th Fighter 
Wing, based near Gunsan City is home to multiple combat focused squadrons. The Wing was 
designed to be a force-multiplier of all Land and Naval activities around South Korea and under 
USPACOM jurisdiction.  
 
In reality, the 7th Air Force would come under the jurisdictional command of the Brigadier General 
Kyle W. Robinson. However, for simulation playability, the 5th Wing would come under the 
command of Commander, Pacific Air Force. 
 
 
 
Specialized Forces: 
US Special Forces Command Korea199 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Under USPACOM, the organization has 

command over two major Special Operations Commands in the Asia-Pacific Region. One is the 
Special Operations Command, Korea (SOCKOR) based out of Camp Kim in South Korea. The 
Command is fundamentally formed of the 39th Special Forces Detachment (Airborne). However, in 

																																																								
198 United States Air Force, Seventh Air Force Units, Available from: 
http://www.7af.pacaf.af.mil/units/index.asp, Accessed January 24, 2016. 
199 Special Operations Command, Korea, Available from: 
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/agency/dod/sockor.htm, Accessed January 24, 2016. 

SEVENTH AIR FORCE (JAPAN) 
AIR-BASE 

(AB) 
LOCATION 

Relative Location 
in South Korea WING 

DESIGNATION 

Osan AB 

Northern South 
Korea 

(48 Miles South of 
DMZ) 

51st Fighter Wing 

Kunsan AB Western South 
Korea 8th Fighter Wing 

SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND, KOREA 
(SOCKOR) 

BASE 
LOCATION US-UNIT ROK-UNIT 

Camp Kim, 
ROK 

39TH Special 
Forces Detachment  

(Airborne) 

ROK Navy 
Special Warfare 

Flotilla 
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a unique situation, SOCROK and the ROK Navy Special Warfare Flotilla (UDT) will merge to form 
the Combined Unconventional Warfare Task Force.  
 
During the simulation, SOCROK will be under the command of US Forces Korea and will be up to 
the Commander, US Forces Korea to approve the deployment of the SOF for any operation.  
Specialized Forces: 
US Special Forces Command Pacific200 
 

 
The second specialized unit under 
USPACOM jurisdiction is the Special 
Operations Command, Pacific 
(SOCPAC). The command is formed oh 
four major units of the Navy Special 
Warfare Unit One (that’s originally 
under the command of 7th Fleet), 1/1st 
Special Forces Group (Airborne) and the 
353rd Special Operations Group. This 
Special Operations Command is 
stationed in Hawaii, allowing them to 
rapidly deploy into the Pacific Regions 
and support all Naval activities should 
they be required. In addition to these 
main three units, the command has also 
maintained a Joint Special Task Force in 
the Philippines (Operation Enduring 

Freedom – Philippines); that supports all operations in the region. It is important to mention that in 
2009, the 160th Special Operations Aviation Regiment was reassigned to SOCPAC to focus on 
operations conducted in the Pacific regions and to support SOCKOR and SOCPAC – making them 
an interchangeable unit. During the simulation, SOCPAC will be under the main oversight by Chief 
of Staff, USPACOM.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
200 Special Operations Command, Pacific, Available from: 
http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/agency/dod/socpac.htm, Accessed January 24, 2016. 

SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND, PACIFIC 
(SOCPAC) 

BASE 
LOCATION US-UNIT Joint Task 

Forces (JTF) 

Camp H.M. 
Smith, 
Hawaii 

Naval Special 
Warfare Unit One 

(CTF-71) 
 

1/1st Special Forces 
Group (Airborne) 

 
160th Special 
Operations 

Aviation Regiment 
 

353rd Special 
Operations Group 

Joint Special Task 
Force – 

Philippines 
 

Joint Task Force 
509 

 
Joint Task Force 

510 
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Roles and Responsibilities 
 
During the simulation, each member of the USPACOM possesses a specific role in contribution 
towards the greater function of the entire organization as an entirety. The chart below shows their 
relevant roles in a more concise manner to facilitate the smooth operation of the entire simulation 
and defines their main functions.   
 

UNITED STATES PACIFIC COMMAND (USPACOM) 
COMMAND 
POSITION DESCRIPTION 

COMMANDER 

 
The role of COMMANDER USPACOM is to command the entire 
USPACOM Team and be aware of all strategic activates of the US 
in the region. The COMMANDER only needs to be aware of the 
strategic level of activities of the entire command in the region of 
South East Asia, East Asia, Central Asia, Japan and Korea. 
 
COMMANDER, USPACOM is the first of two members of the 
organization that can communicate with the President of the United 
States. In addition, he is also the only person that can authorize 
Intelligence and Kinetic operations.   
 

DEPUTY 
COMMANDER 

 
The role of DEPUTY COMMANDER USPACOM is to assist in the 
command of the entire USPACOM Team and be aware of all 
strategic activates of the US in the region. The DEPUTY 
COMMANDER only needs to be aware of the strategic level of 
activities of the entire command in the region of South East Asia, 
East Asia, Central Asia, Japan and Korea and advise/assist the 
COMMANDER in making decisions for USPACOM.  
 
DEPUTY COMMANDER, USPACOM is the second of two 
members of the organization that can communicate with the 
President of the United States. In addition, he is also the only person 
that can authorize Humanitarian and Diplomatic operations.   
 

CHIEF OF STAFF 

 
The role of Chief of Staff is fundamentally to vet all information 
passing from the Directorates, Components and Regional 
Commands. The Chief has the singular power to pass or deny the 
conduct of an operation by USPACOM for further authorization. 
The CHIEF must be conceptually and broadly aware of all activities 
under USPACOM jurisdiction.  
 
ALL OPERATIONS conducted by USPACOM must be 
authorized by either the COMMANDER or DEPUTY 
COMMANDER of USPACOM.   
 
The CHIEF has a secondary function. Given the background and 
position of the military commander, the position will also oversee 
and manage all US Special Forces Command Pacific.  
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J2  
All members of this group 
should collectively work 
together to collect, process, 
analyze information obtained 
from the main USPACOM focus 
of South China and East China 
Sea.  
 
Their secondary role should be 
the planning and coordination of 
military operations in the region 
and in collaboration with their 
regional commanders of Japan 
and Korea. 
 
Their third role is to formulate 
plans and summary reports for 
the USPACOM HQ; the 
Directorates should be subject-
matter experts that the HQ can 
draw from for information and 
in-depth understanding of the 
regional activates.  
 
 

There is special mention 
however that the J9 is THE 
ONLY means of which 
USPACOM can interact with the 
Media and the Press. J9 is the 
only member of USPACOM that 
can actively contact and 
communicate with the MEDIA 
for the dissemination of and 
receiving of media. 
 
 
 
Recommendation: 
It is recommended that the 
J2(Intelligence) and J9(Pacific 
Outreach) stays in close 
communication for Open-Source 
Intelligence and other tactics.  
 

J3 

J3IOE 

J6 

J9 
(MEDIA-

COMMUNICATIO
N) 

COMPONENT AND REGIONAL COMMANDS 

COMMANDER 
US FORCES 

JAPAN 

 
The main liaison between the United States Military and the 
Japanese Military. To accomplish this, the COMMANDER should 
be aware of all developments within their regional command (JPN) 
and advise the USPACOM Directorates and HQ where needed or 
requested.  
 
COMMANDER, US FORCES JAPAN must be notified of all 
activates within their region of command.  
 

COMMANDER 
US FORCES 

KOREA 

 
The main liaison between the United States Military and the South 
Korea (ROK) Military. To accomplish this, the COMMANDER 
should be aware of all developments within their regional command 
(ROK/DPRK) and advise the USPACOM Directorates and HQ 
where needed or requested. 
 
The COMMANDER however, has a secondary function. With the 
positioning of SOCKOR in South Korea; the entire special 
operations force will come under the jurisdictional and management 
oversight of this commander.  
 
COMMANDER, US FORCES KOREA must be notified of all 
activates within their region of command.  
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Chain of Command for the United States (US) & US Pacific Command (USPACOM) 
 
During the simulation it is important to know that the United States (US) political command is a 
reflection of the actual political infrastructure & and the US Pacific Command (USPACOM) is the 
main maritime and military action arm of the US within the largest geographical body of water under 
their jurisdictional command for foreign engagement. Therefore, during the simulation, the line of 
communication (LOC) is very important to ensure both playability and realistic. The main areas 
where LOC comes into play are: (i) Intelligence, (ii) Operations and (iii) Authorisation.  
 
Intelligence 
Raw intelligence will go the the J2 of the USPACOM and not the Commander or the President. It 
is then the J2 responsibility to collaborate with the other sub-commands to produce an intelligence 
document (processing) for the Chief of Staff to review and then surface to the Commander and then 
to the President. This LOC process cannot be overstepped by the USPACOM delegates. However, 
only when intelligence be Open-Source Intelligence (OSINT) such as articles and news pieces can 
this LOC structure can be ignored.  

COMANDER  
PACIFIC FLEET 

 
The COMMANDER should be aware of all maritime activities, 
developments and policies and advise the USPACOM Directorates 
and HQ where needed or requested. In addition, the COMMANDER 
is also to be aware of all technological developments in the area of 
naval warfare. The COMMANDER, has a secondary function. The 
main naval capabilities of USPACOM will be defined by the 7th 
Fleet (indicated earlier). The COMMANDER of the PACIFIC 
FLEET is to be aware of the entire maritime ORBAT of the fleet, 
where all units are at any given time, the capabilities of each unit 
and the status of each unit.  
 
Recommendation: 
With various units and CTFs located regionally under USPACOM 
jurisdiction, it is advised that the COMMANDER PACIFIC FLEET 
divides command oversight and management with Regional 
COMMANDERS when managing maritime ORBAT. 
 

COMMANDER 
 PACIFIC AIR 

FORCE 

 
The COMMANDER should be aware of all aeronautical/orbital 
activities, developments and policies and advise the USPACOM 
Directorates and HQ where needed or requested. In addition, the 
COMMANDER is also to be aware of all technological 
developments in the area of aeronautical warfare. The 
COMMANDER, has a secondary function. The main 
aeronautical/orbital capabilities of USPACOM is defined by the 5th 
and 7th Air Force and aircraft organic to the 7th fleet itself. The 
COMMANDER is to be aware of where all wings are deployed at all 
times.  
 
Recommendation: 
With various wings located in multiple air bases within regional 
commands, it is recommended that the COMMANDER works with 
the Regional COMMANDERS to track and be more aware of all 
aerial assets in play.  
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Operations 
As this is a de-escalation focused simulation, military and maritime operations must be kept to a 
minimal if possible. However, the military is also the main intelligence and humanitarian action arm 
for the political parties. For operations, this gets a little complicated. New large scale and kinetic 
intelligence (operations) military operations must be approved by the President. However, ongoing 
operations (i.e. Military exercise) with their present unit deployments can be altered/handled by 
USPACOM Commander as long as political status quo is not threatened and actions undertaken do 
not deviate from the general stated mission; if foreign military units are involved this must be 
consulted and approved by the President (ambassador/state secretary involved). However smaller 
scale/classification would be lower level reconnaissance with drones and smaller deployment of 
naval forces for the support or participation in other military operations. For playability purposes, 
humanitarian operations will NOT require Presidential approval but can be requested by the 
president.  
 
Authorization  
The authorization procedures for USPACOM is very clear. (See. USPACOM Handout) However, 
NO political member can communicate with any USPACOM delegates. The only channel of 
communication between USPACOM and the US political powers is through the Commander 
USPACOM or Deputy Command US PACOM ONLY. 
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United States Pacific Command Force Structure (USPACOM) 

This part of the roster document lists all the relevant units under the command infrastructure of 
USPACOM. For the purpose of simulation playability, some of the other units under USPACOM 
command has not been included in this infrastructure outline. Continuing along the playability 
purpose, the following 12 profiles for the 2016 CRISIS TEAM Simulation will include a list of units 
– from this list – under the command of the selected profiles. Due to the security nature of the 
geographic command, the assignation of units to relevant commanders might not mirror reality – as 
USPACOM operations are significantly more complex. As this is a simulation of a military 
command infrastructure, the reporting chain is law. For this simulation: Command HQ reports 
directly to the President; Directorates Report to the Chief of Staff; Unified and Component 
Commands report to the Commander USPACOM directly. 
 
USPACOM Command HQ 
The main purpose of the HQ command is to command and control the main naval and air-force 
actions within the region within the realms of naval warfare, maritime security, intelligence 
gathering and humanitarian/disaster support. The three leadership positions under USPACOM 
Command HQ may not have specified units under their control but they do have the authority to 
decide the main strategic direction of operations. Directorates include J2, J3, J6 and J9. 
Subordinate Unified Commands include US Forces Japan and US Forces Korea. Subordinate 
Component Commands include US Pacific Fleet and US Pacific Air Force.   
 
USPACOM Service Components 
Eighth Army (Republic of Korea) 
25th Infantry Division (Hawaii and Alaska) 
94th Army Air and Missile Defense Command (Hawaii and Kadena Air Base, Okinawa Japan) 
United States Army (Japan) 
196th Infantry Brigade 
311th Theater Signal Command 
500th Military Intelligence Brigade 
 
U.S. Pacific Fleet 
Third Fleet (California) 
Seventh Fleet (Japan) 
Naval Forces, Japan 
Naval Forces, Korea 
 
U.S. Pacific Air Forces 
Fifth Air Force (Japan)  
Seventh Air Force (Korea) 
Eleventh Air Force (Alaska)  
 
Subordinate Unified Commands 
U.S. Special Operations Command, Pacific (SOCPAC) 

Joint Task Force 510 
1st Special Forces Group 
353rd Special Operations Group 
Naval Special Warfare Unit-1 

U.S. Forces, Japan (Yokota AB, near Tokyo) 
U.S. Forces, Korea (Yongsan Army Garrison, Seoul) 
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US Pacific Command HQ201 
Commander, US Pacific Command 
 
Name: Harry B. Harris, Jr. 
Rank: Admiral  
Department: United States Navy 
Position: Commander (USPACOM) 
Direct Reporting: President of the United States 
 
Background 
Adm. Harris is Japanese born and reared in Tennessee and Florida. 
Graduated from US Naval Academy (1978) under naval flight officer 
designation and was assigned to Naval Patrol Squadron VP-44. After this position, he rose through 
the ranks and participated in multiple conflicts. His education centralised on East Asia Security in 
addition to his education from Harvard Kennedy’s School of Government, Georgetown’s School of 
Foreign Service, Oxford University and was also a MIT Seminar 21 (National Security Education) 
Fellow.  
Based on public information, most of the units he was assigned to were either in operational 
command or recon and intelligence centric units. He possesses extensive experience within national 
and international domains. Thus possessing a high degree if belief in multilateral cooperation with 
other national allies for operational purposes. His promotion to Admiral and assumption of 
USPACOM command in October 2013 gave him the designation as the Theater Joint Force 
Maritime Component Commander. In May 2015, he officially assumed command of the 
USPACOM.  
Prior to his assumption as Commander, USPACOM; Adr. Harris has a significant number of 
operational experiences in major conflicts with over 400 combat hours and 4,400 flight hours. Most 
notable operations include Desert Storm, Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Freedom. His experience in 
these campaigns and other intelligence based operations makes him a very cautions commander. His 
staff positions as Aide to the Commander of US Naval Forces (Japan) and his experience with East 
Asia Security establishes him as a highly resourceful and experienced commander for USPACOM 
and with security/intelligence dynamics within the Asia Pacific Region.  
 
Responsibilities 
Strategic Planning & Oversight of Naval & Intelligence Operations within USPACOM jurisdictional 
region. Oversight of all naval and intelligence based activities within the maritime regions under the 
jurisdiction of USPACOM. He has command oversight over all operations on a strategic level. 
Commander USPACOM has the capabilities to influence maritime policies within the region through 
strategic command over all maritime and intelligence operations. Primary objectives are to ensure 
security over US Freedom of Navigation, its interests and that of their allies. For simulation 
purposes, when information or advice is needed his first port of call should be his Chief of Staff, who 
can redirect enquires towards directorates. In addition, Commander USPACOM could also directly 
engage with Unified or Component Commanders for advice. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
201 Commander USPACOM Biography, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/589822/commander-us-
pacific-command.aspx, Accessed October 2015. 
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US Pacific Command HQ202 
Deputy Commander, US Pacific Command 
 
Name: Anthony G. Crutchfield 
Rank: Lieutenant General   
Department: United States Military 
Position: Deputy Commander (USPACOM) 
 
Direct Reporting: President & Cmdr USPACOM 
 
Background 
Lt.Gen Crutchfield graduated from Marshall University (1982) as a 
Distinguished Military Graduate alongside a Regular Army Commission. His first command was 
with the 7-17th&1-6th Calvary Platoon commander (Lieutenant) and an assistant S3. He later took the 
Aviation Advanced Officer Course and became a Company Commander (Captain) and from there, 
he progressed through his military careers undertaking multiple Aviation commands*. It is important 
to understand the Aviation Commands are essentially helicopter commands that provide support 
during Division missions.   
His education was fundamentally military orientated in addition to a MA in Business from Webster 
University and another MA in Strategic Military Studies from the US Army War College. Based on 
public sources, most of his career positions were at command positions where he oversaw the 
development, training and operations of his units. Most of his assignments during his senior officer 
trajectory were centralised around training, leading up to his post as Deputy Commander General for 
TRADOC after his tour in Afghanistan like most other military personnel under US command.  
Looking deeper into his operational commands of Joint Task-Force Falcon in Afghanistan, the unit’s 
key function was to provide close air-support, medevac missions and other counter Taliban and Al-
Qaeda operations within the region. In 2006, the JTF-Falcon was to conduct aviation operations to 
destroy insurgency and anti-coalition alongside logistical and aviation support for the Afghan 
National Security Force and the ISAF. Their aviation capabilities utilising equipment such as the 
UH-60 Black Haws and the CH-47 Chinooks made them invaluable to Middle East operations where 
the terrain and theatre made it inaccessible for ground forces to be deployed effectively.  
 
Responsibilities 
Strategic Planning & Oversight of Humanitarian & Training under USPACOM jurisdiction. 
Oversight of all humanitarian operations and training exercises falling within the regional 
jurisdiction under USPACOM. However, when dealing with military-lead humanitarian support, it 
can be offered unless requested by another nation. In addition, all multi-lateral training exercise with 
other national navies are to be planned and coordinated the Deputy Commander USPACOM. 
Primary objectives are to ensure the enforcement of operational capabilities and international naval 
relations (operational) of the United States Navy fleets operating under USPACOM. For simulation 
purposes, when information or advice is needed his first port of call should be his Chief of Staff, who 
can redirect enquires towards directorates. 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
																																																								
202 Deputy Commander USPACOM, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/565090/deputy-commander-
us-pacific-command.aspx, Accessed October 2015. 
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US Pacific Command HQ203 
Chief of Staff, US Pacific Command 
 
Name: Eric R. Wendt 
Rank:  Major General   
Department: United States Army 
Position: Chief of Staff (USPACOM) 
Direct Reporting: Cmdr & Deputy Cmdr USPACOM 
 
Background 
Maj.Gen Wendt graduated as a Distinguished Honor Graduate 
from the Special Forces Qualification Course before his first 
assignment to the 1st Special Forces Group (Airborne). He has 
been serving as a Special Forces Officer for 21 Years before 
becoming a General Officer. Having been in operational and staff commands – fundamentally with 
the Special Operations groups – his notable positions were as TSOC Command for the Korean 
Theatre of Operations and as Commanding General to the US Army John F. Kennedy Special 
Warfare Centre and School prior to his current position as Chief of Staff for USPACOM.  
Maj.Gen Wendt holds a BA from the University of California-Santa Barbara and a MA from the 
Naval Postgraduate School in Monterey, California. Most of his military education revolved special 
operations training. His military career is long, leading back to 1986.  
Looking more into detail his positions in command, it reveals an extensive history in leadership 
positions within operational and staff domains. Most of his theatres of operational and staff 
command are centric around Special Operations Forces. One notable position he was involved in was 
as team chief for the Pacific Survey and Assessment Team (PSAT); whose primary function was to 
survey and assess various nations within its maritime jurisdiction to ensure effective multilateral 
operational cooperation effectiveness and areas for improvement. Militarily, PSAT findings could 
lead to follow-on training exercises or multilateral operations to relationship improvements.   
 
Responsibilities 
Direct point of contact for all Directorate Command 
Strategic Planning and Operational Command of all Special Operations  
Primary role as a direct point of contact for all Directorate Commanders within USPACOM 
infrastructure. The Chief of Staff has the authority to manage the information flow towards the 
Commander and Deputy Commander. All information from the directorates must go to the Chief of 
Staff before being surfaced to the Commander or the Deputy Commander. For the simulation 
purposes, the experience of Maj.Gen Wendt, will also be responsible for the strategic planning and 
operational application of all Special Operation Forces. However, reflective of reality, the Chief of 
Staff must be highly familiar with all Directorates under his command so as to advise the 
USPACOM Commander and Deputy Commander when required.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
203 Chief of Staff USPACOM, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/588747/chief-of-staff-us-
pacific-command-j02.aspx, Accessed October 2015. 
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Directorates 
Director, J2 Intelligence204 
 
Name: T.J. White  
Rank:  Rear Admiral 
Department: United States Navy 
Position: Chief of Staff (J2) 
Direct Reporting: Chief of Staff, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Born and raised in Spring, Texas, Rear Admiral White 
graduated from the US Naval Academy in 1987. His initial 
officer roles were that of a surface warfare officer and served on 
the USS Missouri (BB63) tour as an electronic warfare 
officer, combat information officer and assistant operations officer. He was later reassigned as a 
cryptologist (current known as information warfare officer) in 1993 and was assigned to the 
Operations Directorate at the National Security Agency (NSA).  
His formal education started with a BSc in Mechanical Engineering from the Naval Academy. His 
subsequent educational honours are: MSc in Systems Technology (C3I) from the Naval Postgraduate 
School in California; MSc in National Resource Strategy from the National Defence University – 
Industrial College of the Armed Forces (ICAF) in Washington, D.C.. 
Like all naval officers, he has to serve operational and staff tours respectively. His main operational 
tours were as assistant cryptologists, Commander of US Naval Forces Central Command (1997-
1999) and Assistant Chief of Staff for Information Operations (home stationed in Yokohama, Japan 
between 2004-2007). His notable staff roles were as deputy director of Intelligence and chief of staff 
at Joint Functional Component Command – Network Warfare and also as Director, Commander’s 
Action Group at the United States Cyber Command. Finally, his command tours were based on 
security and intelligence groups and one as Deputy Director of Tailored Access Operations at the 
NSA (2013 – 2015) before his assumption as J2 USPACOM Intelligence Director.   
 
Responsibilities 
Strategic planning and operational oversight of all maritime intelligence operations conducted by 
naval and aerial units. Primary responsibility as intelligence officer for all intelligence operations 
conducted within USPACOM jurisdiction. This includes all operational planning, collection and 
analysis of: (i) Signals Intelligence (SIGINT), (ii) Human Intelligence (HUMINT), Open Source 
(OSINT) and (iii) Social Intelligence (SOCINT) associated with USPACOM. Operations can be 
planned and coordinated exclusively between J2 and Command HQ for security reasons. All forms 
and grades of intelligence during the simulation will be requested and received only by the J2, it will 
be the decision of the J2 to analyse and decide what operational intelligence to surface up to the 
Chief of Staff or Commander USPACOM. Commander can request Central Intelligence Agency and 
Office of Naval Intelligence support if required. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
204 United States Navy Biography, USN, http://www.navy.mil/navydata/bios/bio.asp?bioID=742, Accessed 
October 2015 
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Directorates 
Director, J3 Operations Directorate205  
 
Name: Mark C. Montgomery  
Rank:  Rear Admiral 
Department: United States Navy 
Position: Director (J3) 
Direct Reporting: Chief of Staff, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Son of a naval officer, Rear Admrial Montgomery graduated in 
1985 from the University of Pennsylvania with a BA and MA in 
History and Political Science. He later commissioned as a naval 
officer through the Navy ROTC program. He later attended Oxford 
University for a MA in History. Under the naval education, he completed the Navy’s nuclear power 
training program; thereby qualifying him as a reactor electrical engineer on the USS Theodore 
Roosevelt. He was also a graduate of MIT’s Seminar XXI course. His first command posting was the 
USS McCampbell for two counter-narcotics deployments. His subsequent officer positions were 
centralised around reactor engineering posts on other vessels in the USN.  
His operational command positions revealed his capabilities as an operational commander. During 
his command tours, he assumed command of Destroyer Squadron 15 and Task Group 75.4 from 
2007-2009 and also leading the destroyers and frigates from the US 7th Fleet. During which, he 
completed multiple tours with the Kitty Hawk and George Washington Carrier Strike Groups. 
Therefore, giving him extensive experience in commanding multiple naval groups with a multi-asset 
capacity.  
His offshore roles also centralised around strategic planning and operational command positions. 
Assigned as a White House fellow (Director for Transnational Threats) from 1998-2000 and Head of 
Strategy Branch in the Office of the Chief of Naval Operations. He also served as deputy director of 
Plan, Policy and Strategy at the United States – European Command in Germany between 2010-
2012. Before his current posting as Director J3, he commanded Carrier Strike Group 5 while 
embarked on the USS George Washington (2013-2014); forward deployed to Yokosuka, Japan.  
 
Responsibilities 
Operational Planning and Assistant Command for all Naval Operations conducted by Naval forces 
organic to USPACOM. Officer in charge for the tracking and planning assistance of all operations 
(Land, Air &Sea) conducted by US forces under USPACOM command. Oversight only includes US 
forces. For simulation purposes, J3 is responsible for the deployment of all non-naval forces under 
USPACOM command. During the simulation, J3 will be the one requesting/receiving information 
and other data from regional superintendents to surface up to Command HQ. When desiring 
information for operational collaboration with international partners, J3 can assign the task of 
information collection to J3IOE. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
205 J3 Operations Director, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/565138/director-for-
operations-us-pacific-command-j3.aspx, Accessed November 2015 
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Directorates  
Deputy Director, J3 International Operations and 
Engagement206 
 
Name: William F. Seymour  
Rank:  Brigadier General 
Department: Royal Canadian Air Force 
Position: Director (J3IOE) 
Direct Reporting: J3 Director 
 
Background 
Hailing from Comox, British Columbia (Canada), BG Seymour 
joined the Canadian Armed Forces in 1987 and eared his 
Navigation Wings on-board the CC-130 Hercules. He continued his career in the Canadian Air Force 
on multiple platform and tours on an international scale. His notable engagement with maritime 
forces would have been his deployment to Bahrain as the Canadian Long Range Patrol (LRP) 
Liaison Officer to support naval operations as part of OPERATION ENDURING FREEDOM.  
His additional education was fundamentally in the United Kingdom Advanced Commad and Staff 
College and an MA in Defence Studies Degree from King’s College London.  
He continued his Air Force Career commanding multiple other units and as an Operations Officer 
and Maritime/Joint Exercise Planner. As a commander, he as assumed forces at the Flight, Squadron 
and Wing Levels. Prior to his current position, he was the Special advisor to the Vice Chief of 
Defense at National Defense Headquarters in Ottawa.  
 
Simulation Responsibilities 
Operational liaison for all international operations alongside other national Navies with centric focus 
on Air Force components. Primary liaison officer for the involvement of other national militaries into 
US lead operations in addition, all aerial operations by foreign allies working with the US would 
come under his command and oversight. During the simulation, the J3IOE is also responsible for 
tracking all international military developments for USPACOM Command. For simulation purposes, 
being a commander from the Canadian military, the position is assigned additional functions as 
providing support from Canadian Intelligence communities.207 During the simulation, J3IOE will be 
the one requesting/receiving information for operational collaboration with other national militaries. 
However, all obtained information can only be surfaced to J3 Director and only directly to the Chief 
of Staff when J3 is unavailable.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
206 J3IOE, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/565108/deputy-director-for-
international-operations-and-engagement-j3ioe.aspx, Accessed October 2015. 
207 Current information indicates that Canada has remained silent about the tension in the South China Sea. 
However, it has supported US efforts in the past on military and intelligence domains. Thus assigning BG 
Seymour as a gatekeeper for Canadian intelligence. 
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Directorates 
Director, J6 Command, Control, Communications and Cyber 
(C4I)208 
 
Name: Kathleen M. Creighton  
Rank:  Rear Admiral 
Department: United States Navy 
Position: Director (J6) 
Direct Reporting: Chief of Staff, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Native to Ridgefield, Connecticut, Rear Admiral Creighton 
graduated from the University of Notre Dame with a BA in Business Administration in 1988 and 
commissioned through the ROTC program. She subsequently graduated from the Naval postgraduate 
School with a MSc in Information Technology Management in 1997. Her experience from the MSc 
degree placed her in a position to serve in information domain billets on multiple levels, stations, 
command and officer in charge roles on offshore and afloat placements.  
Prior to her current command serving as Director C4I at USPACOM, she commanded the Naval 
Computer and Telecommunications Station, Sicily and Naval Computer and Telecommunications 
Station at Bahrain.  
Most of her offshore assignments centralised around the command and officer in charge positions for 
Telecommunications. She did have a European assignment where she was Office in Charge of Naval 
Computer and Telecommunications Area Master Station European Central (London Detachment). 
Her fleet assignments were also as Flag Communication Officer to the Commanders of Carrier Strike 
Group 2 and Carrier Strike Group 12. She as also the Deputy Maritime Operations Center Director to 
Fleet Cyber Command/Commander 10th Fleet.  Her extensive experiences in C4I gives her a solid 
background, tactical, operational and strategic understands of information technology based 
warfare/scenarios utilised by maritime units.  
 
Simulation Responsibilities: 
Operational planning and command oversight for all Command & Control Communications systems 
and Cyber Warfare. Primary role as communications and cyber expert for USPACOM. All 
communication centric warfare and intelligence collection planning on an operational and tactical 
level will come under J6 oversight sphere. During the simulation, all communications/signals related 
information (cyber, radar, satellite, etc) will be surfaced to the J6 Director. In addition, all C4I 
related technological research and development (R&D) will also come under the J6 oversight sphere.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
208 C4I, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/585554/director-for-
command-control-communications-and-cyber-directorate.aspx, Accessed October 2015.  
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Directorates 
Director, J9 Pacific Outreach209 
 
Name: Dr. John Randolph Wood, Senior Executive Service (SES) 
Rank:  Civilian Director  
Department: United States Pacific Command  
Position: Director (J9) 
Direct Reporting: Chief of Staff, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Previously a Duty Naval Officer, Dr Wood brings 31 years of 
leadership and management experience to his current civilian 
posting. Prior to his current posting, he was the US Defense and Naval Attaché, US Embassy based 
in the Republic of Singapore between 2010-2014 and was the principle military advisor to the 
ambassador.   
His military experiences included multiple posts either in Commanding Air Force units at Wing and 
Squadron Levels or at Strategic planning position attached to naval forces (US 7th Fleet). His later 
experiences were fundamentally as guest lecturers to naval institutions on topic around International 
Relations and Strategic Planning in addition to contributing to multiple think tanks and institutions in 
Singapore and South East Asia. As an advisor, he was also a member of the team of Special 
Assistant to the Secretary of State. His experiences makes him an avid believer in the support 
militaries can provide to diplomatic and international engagements. His involvement and 
understanding between the private-public sectors and his academic engagements indicates his belief 
that private sectors have a role in ensuring efficient military operations.  
Between 2004-2005, Dr. Wood was the Assistant Chief of Staff (N5) for Political-Military Affairs, 
Plans, Exercises, Strategy and Assessments to the Commander (Naval CENTCOM) during 
Operation Iraqi Freedom and Operation Enduring Freedom.  He later oversaw a team of 60 political-
military experts, coalition officers, and analysts to develop objectives and lines of operation 
congruent with coalition and the Combatant Commander’s strategies alongside developing short and 
long term strategic plans. Most of his later postings till his current station were in command roles 
within Training, Strategic Assessment, Planning and Analysis roles. Most personnel under his 
command were civilian contractors and other theater/field experts. Majority of his contributions were 
around the assessment and development of existing strategies utilized by commanders, specifically 
within the realms of organizational capabilities and diplomacy-orientated engagements.  
 
Responsibilities 
Oversight and liaison between strategic private-public relationships within/involving USPACOM. 
Primary contact for USPACOM to the private sector within the areas of strategy based research and 
development. During the simulation, his primary function is to provide strategic advice for 
commanders engaging on diplomatic centric operations and his secondary function is to be the 
strategic post-action advisor for all non-military and training orientated engagements/exercises. For 
the purpose of the simulation, Dr. Wood’s experience with the private sector, embassies and 
instructional positions, will also be the main public engagement officer/liaison for USPACOM. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
209 Pacific Outreach Director, USPACOM, 
http://www.pacom.mil/Leadership/Biographies/ArticleView/tabid/5699/Article/565139/director-pacific-
outreach-us-pacific-command-j9.aspx, Accessed October 2015. 
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Subordinate Unified Commands 
Commander, US Forces Japan210 
  
Name: John L Dolan  
Rank: Lieutenant General   
Department: United States Air Force 
Position: Director (US Forces Japan) 
     Commander, (5th Air Force) 
Direct Reporting: Commander, USPACOM 
 
Bio-Brief: 
Commissioning through the ROTC Program, LtGen Dolan has had 
multiple command positions at Squadron, Wing and Headquarters Level. His current classification is 
as a command pilot with more than 4,000 flying hours, including more than 200 combat missions 
during operations Iraqi Freedom, Enduring Freedom, and Northern Watch. He previous posting 
before assuming the position as Commander, US Forces Japan was the Chief of Staff USPACOM.  
 
He obtained his first higher education degree in the form of a BSc in Chemistry from the University 
of Northern Colorado. His subsequent degrees was a Masters of Aeronautical Science and 
Technology from Embry Riddle University, Florida. Most of his other educational experiences were 
mainly senior commander courses entitled to US senior commanders. In addition to his current 
position as Commander of US Forces Japan, he is also in command of the 5th Air Force that is also 
stationed in the country.  
 
Command Details (Military): 
US Army Japan|First Corps (FWD) 
 78th SIG BN – 516th Signal BDE (NETCOM) 
 Japan Engineer District – Army Corps of Engineers.  
 1/1 Special Forces Battalion – 1st Special Forces Group 
III Marine Expeditionary Force 
US 7th Fleet  
5th Air Force  
 
Simulation Responsibilities: 
Strategic planning and command oversight of all US Forces stationed in Japan.  
Primary liaison for Japanese Self-Defense Force. 
Commander for all strategic and operational planning for the deployment of US forces stationed in 
Japan. Additional responsibilities include bilateral cooperation liaison with Japanese military 
operations. As LtGen Dolan is also the commander of the 5th Air Force stationed in Japan, he also 
reports to the US Pacific Airforce Commander if and when required. During the simulation, the 
Commander US|JPN would report directly to the Commander USPACOM. All US military 
operations in or around Japanese borders are to be planned and overseen with the knowledge and 
input of LtGen Dolan. The commander will have the authority and power to intervene in operational 
planning by other commands if it occurs in or with Japan. Commander oversight only extends to 
‘unit’ level. 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
210 Commander, US Forces Japan, http://www.usfj.mil/Leadership/ArticleView/tabid/9567/Article/563070/lt-
gen-john-l-dolan.aspx, Accessed December 2015. 
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Subordinate Unified Commands 
Commander (US Forces Korea)211 
 
Name: Curtis M. Scaparrotti  
Rank:  General 
Department: United States Army 
Position: Commander 
Direct Reporting: Commander, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Commissioned as a Second Lieutenant in the US Army, General 
Scaparrotti graduated from the United States Military Academy, 
West Point in 1978. His main career was as an infantry officer, he 
is the current Commander of United Nations Command, Combined Forces Command and United 
States Forces Korea. His previous posting was as Commander, International Security Security 
Assistance Force Joint Command and as a Deputy Commander of US Forces (Afghanistan). His 
additional commands included infantry and airborne units.  
His main education trajectory was with the US Military Academies and a MA in Administrative 
Education from the University of South Carolina. Operationally, he has commanded and taken 
leadership roles of US Forces in major operations including IRAQI FREEDOM, ENDURING 
FREEDOM (Afghanistan) and JOINT ENDEAVOUR (Bosnia-Herzegovina) amongst other US 
involvement within the international theatre.  
 
Command Details (Military):  
8th Army 
 2nd Infantry Division 
 19th Expeditionary Sustainment Command  
7th Air Force 
 51st Fighter Wing 
 8th Fighter Wing 
US Marine Corps Forces, Korea 
Special Operations Command, Korea 
Far East District (US Army Corps of Engineers) 
 
Responsibilities 
Strategic planning and command oversight for all US Forces stationed in Republic of South Korea 
(ROK) 
Primary liaison for ROK military  
Commander for all strategic and operational planning for the deployment of US forces stationed in 
Korea. Additional responsibilities include bilateral cooperation liaison with Japanese military 
operations. During the simulation, the Commander US|ROK would report directly to the Commander 
USPACOM. All US military operations in or around Korean borders are to be planned and overseen 
with the knowledge and input of LtGen Dolan. The commander will have the authority and power to 
intervene in operational planning by other commands if it occurs in or with Korea. Commander 
oversight only extends to ‘unit’ level. 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
211 Commander US Forces Korea, 
http://www.usfk.mil/Leadership/ArticleView/tabid/12693/Article/587687/commander-unccfcusfk.aspx, 
Accessed December 2015. 
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Subordinate Component Commands  
Commander, US Pacific Fleet212 
  
Name: Scott H. Smith   
Rank:  Admiral   
Department: United States Navy 
Position: Commander (US Pacific Fleet) 
Direct Reporting: Commander, USPACOM 
 
Background 
A graduate from the San Diego State University and obtaining his 
Master’s Degree from the Naval War College; Admiral Smith 
commissioned in 1979 through the Aviation Reserve Officer Candidate program.  
Adm. Scott Swift was promoted to Admiral and assumed command of the US Pacific Fleet on May 
27, 2015. Prior to assuming command at U.S. Pacific Fleet, he was assigned to the Pentagon as the 
director, Navy Staff. 
 
His direct operational involvements include combat Operations Praying Mantis, Southern Watch, 
Enduring Freedom and Iraqi Freedom. Most of his naval career has been spent operating on Aircraft 
Carriers originally in commander positions regarding aircraft deployment and subsequent naval 
command roles of Carrier Strike Group 9 and later US 7th Fleet (Japan). His shore tour assignments 
include VA-122; Naval War College; commander of Strike Fighter Weapons School, Pacific; F/A-18 
requirements officer, OPNAV; commander, VFA-122; officer of the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology and Logistics staff; and director of Operations, U.S. Pacific Command. 
 
Based on career background, Admiral Smith understands the significant role of integrating aerial 
units with naval units. Most importantly, his previous service tours onboard aircraft carriers support 
the indications that he understands the forward deployment capabilities of such the Fleets in ensuring 
the security of the USPACOM maritime regions and its allies.  
 
Command Details (Military):  
3rd Fleet (California) 
7th Fleet (Japan) 
Naval Forces, Japan 
Naval Forces, Korea  
 
Responsibilities 
Strategic Planning and Operational Command of all naval deployments under USPF jurisdiction.  
Commander for all strategic and operational planning for the deployment of US naval units listed 
under his command. During the simulation, the commander is responsible for the planning and 
conduct (Strategic and Operational Levels) of all naval operations conducted by the USN in the 
region. Commander oversight only extends to ‘fleet’ level. All lower levels and shipboard equipment 
of specific vessels within the outlined Fleets will be operated by the simulation committee for 
playability purposes. However, should the commander have specific strategic manoeuvres hinging 
on the utilisation of specialised units (i.e. Submarines & Carriers), it can be highlighted.  
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
212 Commander US Pacific Fleet, USPF, http://www.cpf.navy.mil/leaders/scott-swift/ Accessed December 
2015. 
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Subordinate Component Commands  
Commander, US Pacific Air Force213 
  
Name: Lori J Robinson   
Rank:  General  
Department: United States Air Force 
Position: Commander (US Pacific Air Force) 
Direct Reporting: Commander, USPACOM 
 
Background 
Commissioning through the ROTC program at the University of 
New Hampshire, Gen Robinson is the Commander, Pacific Air 
Forces; that is responsible for all Air Force activities spread over half the globe with Airmen serving 
principally in Japan, Korea, Hawaii, Alaska and Guam. The locations of its principle Air Bases allow 
it to support all operations within its region of command. Prior to her current assignment, she was the 
Vice Commander, Air Combat Command, Langley Air Force Base, Virginia.    
 
During her service prior USPACOM, she served in a variety of positions as an air battle manager, 
including instructor and Commander of the Command and Control Operations Division at the Air 
Force Fighter Weapons School, as well as Chief of Tactics in the 965th Airborne Warning and 
Control Squadron. Her other operational command positions were as Vice Commander of the 405th 
Air Expeditionary Wing in operations ENDURING and IRAQI FREEDOM. Her later command 
positions include Deputy Commander, U.S. Air Forces CENTCOM. In addition to being appointed 
as Deputy, Combined Force Air Component Commander, USCENTCOM, Southwest Asia.  
 
Her staff and advisory positions as an Air Force Fellow at The Brookings Institution in Washington, 
DC, and served at the Pentagon as Director of the Secretary of the Air Force and Chief of Staff of the 
Air Force Executive Action Group. She has also been Deputy Director for Force Application and 
Support, Directorate of Force Structure, Resources and Assessment, Joint Staff, the Pentagon, 
Washington, D.C. Following this General Robinson was Director, Legislative Liaison, Office of the 
Secretary of the Air Force, the Pentagon, Washington, DC. 
 
Command Details (Military):  
5th Air Force (Japan) 
7th Air Force (Korea) 
11th Air Force (Alaska) 
 
Simulation Responsibilities: 
Strategic Planning and Operational Command of all Air Force components under USPAF 
jurisdiction. Commander for all strategic and operational planning for the deployment of USAF units 
listed under his command. During the simulation, the commander is responsible for the planning and 
conduct (Strategic and Operational Levels) of all naval operations conducted by the USAF in the 
region. Commander oversight only extends to ‘unit’ level. The amount of ordinance under the 
command of Commander USPAF is extensive, therefore, should the commander have specific 
strategic manoeuvres hinging on the utilisation of specialised units (i.e. Global Hawks), it can be 
highlighted. 

 

																																																								
213 Commander US Pacific Air Force, 
http://www.af.mil/AboutUs/Biographies/Display/tabid/225/Article/108119/general-lori-j-robinson.aspx, 
Accessed December 2015. 
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USPACOM REPORTING CHAIN  

This diagram outlines the reporting chain for information and operational purposes during the 
simulation. The communication lines between commands must follow these steps for the effective 
simulation of a military command structure of such as grand scale.  
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Security Policy 
 
As of today, there are many doubts on Taiwan’s ability to protect itself since its armies are dwarfed 
by the size of most of their neighbours and they also clearly lack any deterrents since they do not 
officially possess any sort of nuclear arsenal. (1) 
Another weakness in Taiwan is their reliance towards UN and US support, which have always 
provided them the means to protect their independence and their claims in regards to the PRC. 
While Taiwan may show some animosity towards its bigger brother, there seems to be more and 
more important economic ties that bring the two countries closer together. Taiwan is quite reliant on 
its imports from China and will suffer greatly if the PRC would suddenly decide to turn their back to 
them. 
Because of the precarious situation regarding the situation between the People’s Republic of China 
and the Republic of Taiwan many states around the world do not maintain full diplomatic relations 
with Taiwan in fear of antagonising the more imposing PRC. As of consequence only 22 states are in 
full diplomatic relations with Taiwan, while 47 states possess non-official and non-diplomatic 
relations in the Republic of China, (meaning that they are maintaining either trade, cultural or 
economic ties with the country while not officially recognising it and while all the remaining states 
do not recognise Taiwan in favour of the PRC or simply do not maintain any ties with either the 
ROC or the RPC (2). As of 2013, the numbers show that 172 countries recognise the PRC, dwarfing 
the 22 that actually recognise the ROC. (3) As of consequence Taiwan is regarded by many as a non-
factor, thus reducing the effectiveness of their ability to negotiate.  
All in all the ROC seems to be in a pretty difficult situation where it has to stand up for itself and act 
for its best interest, while under the constant pressure of the PRC, who is watching and surpassing 
Taiwan’s every move.  
 

ROC and the East China Sea: 

As seen by the image (below), Taiwan seems to be interested in one set of Islands located in the East 
China Sea, that are known as the Diaoyu-Senkaku Islands (Diaoyu for the Chinese and Senkaku for 
the Japanese).  This has been the case since 1972 (4) soon after the US handed control of the Islands 
to the Japanese. Yet they have proposed “The East China Sea Peace Initiative” where they clearly 
state the fact that Japan’s sovereignty claim to these islands are false and simply which that all of the 
parties concerned (RPC, ROC and Japan) “shelve their territorial disputes through meaningful 
dialogue” (5) and “share resources through joint development” (6). As friendly as this might seem, 
the dialogue that they are trying to open is actually a form of protest towards the Japanese possession 
of these Islands. While Taiwan does agree that these Islands belong to China, they do lay claim to it 
because they believe that all of the PRC territory rightfully belong to them. There are two main 
reasons why the ROC claims these Islands: first of all, there is evidence that oil reserves are in the 
vicinity of these islands and second, these Islands actually give a larger EEZ to the owners of these 
islands. 

 

 

Republic of China (Taiwan) 
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ROC and the South-China Sea: 

 

 

 

As shown on the map (above), the Republic of China lays claims on the Spratly Islands, Paracel 
Islands, Pratas Island, Macclesfield Bank and the Scarborough Shoal. These Islands are disputed 
among neighbouring powers but only the PRC and the ROC lay claim to all of them. The Republic 
of China fully occupies the contested Pratas Islands (claim by both ROC and PRC) while they only 
occupy a couple of islands in the Spratly Islands. The possession of these Islands are of strategic 
importance since they determine who predominantly controls the South China Sea, while Taiwan is 
extremely active in this region, she is ridiculed by the enormous amounts of time and resources the 
People’s Republic of China spends to maintain a large majority of these contested islands. 

 

ROC and the disputed islands: 

While Taiwan does seem to be extremely interested in acquiring the large majority of these islands, 
there is one important truth that they try to religiously avoid: they are mere spectators in this game of 
maritime conquest. The sheer weight and pressure Chinese military is able to muster makes any sort 
of decisive action difficult to accomplish. While Taiwan does participate in its own way to be an 
active member of this “Island Rush”, it truly knows that China, (who possesses all of the same 
claims as them) is the greater player. 
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ROC and the RPC: Cross Strait Relations 
 

 
 

. While the ROC and the PRC still mutually uphold their claims upon one another’s territory, 
they have decided to come to more peaceful terms and have been increasingly bound together 
economically, especially with China’s rapid economic rise since the 2000’s and the crisis of 2008 
which strengthened both of their economies. Even though Taiwan represents 15% of China GDP to 
this day for less than 2% of the Chinese population, it is important to realise that it is almost entirely 
dependent on China’s capacity and willingness to possess strong economic ties with Taiwan. 

. In regards to importations, there again Taiwan is extremely dependent on China’s exportation of 
agricultural and industrial resources. 

. While looking at the RPC-ROC relations, also known as the Cross-Strait Relations, we can 
observe a split in Taiwanese opinion. The DPP, believes it should stay independent and as far away 
from China as possible while the Kuomintang believes it should approach China and maintain a 
brother to brother relationship. 

. In case of any major attack, Taiwan used to believe that I could hold out as a “fortress island” 
and push back the red tides of the Chinese invaders, but with the enormous technological advances 
that were made by the PLA, this military strategy has become obsolete and has deeply reduced the 
effectiveness of the Taiwanese armed forces.  
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ROC and the US: 

The US had been backing Taiwan and its clams since the separation of the ROC and the PRC, to the 
point where it had established the USTDC (United States Taiwan Defence Command) not long after 
the first Straits crisis of 1954. Yet as China and the US grew closer and started to intermingle 
economically, it gradually loosened the military grip it has on China by a substantial quantity of men 
from Taiwan, preferring to settle in Japan, the Philippines, Guam etc.…   

While US-Taiwanese relations are still important to this day, (especially economically), they have 
gradually become less and less important because of the important shift in power China has created 
during the last two decades. (Both the ROC and the US are more and more attracted to the PRC) 

The United States “One China” policy, severely damages the efficiency in which these two countries 
are able to cooperate since the US is keener on recognising the existence of the PRC. (The US 
severed all official ties with the ROC to be able to establish ties with the PRC). 

ROC and South Korea 

South Korea and Taiwan had official diplomatic relationships until 1992 when South Korea 
officially recognised the People’s Republic of China. Since then. They have re-established ties but 
they are considered to be unofficial.  

ROC and Japan 

Since the Japan-China Joint Communique of 1972 which officially established diplomatic ties with 
the PRC while severing them with the Republic of China. (7) 

ROC and the International Community: 

On the International scene, Taiwan seems to be completely abandoned by almost every single 
relevant country in the world. Yet, even though official ties with the country are inexistent, Taiwan 
actually possesses extremely powerful ties with most countries (including China) because of its 
strong and relatively reliable economy. The fact that so many countries have “cut off “ties with this 
country is some sort of a “façade”, a grotesque farce who no one truly believes and remains there just 
to appease China’s whims. 
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Republic of China’s Defence Capabilities: (7) 

• Manpower 
o Total Population: 23,415,126� 
o Available Manpower: 12,200,000� 
o Fit for Service: 10,030,000� 
o Active Frontline Personnel: 325,000� 
o Active Reserve Personnel: 1,675,000 

 
• Land Systems 

o Tanks: 2,005� 
o Armoured Fighting Vehicles (AFVs): 4,350� 
o Self-Propelled Guns (SPGs): 482� 
o Towed-Artillery: 1,160� 
o Multiple-Launch Rocket Systems (MLRSs): 72 

 
• Air Power 

o Total Aircraft: 815� 
o Fighters/Interceptors: 287� 
o Fixed-Wing Attack Aircraft: 287� 
o Transport Aircraft: 189� 
o Trainer Aircraft: 202� 
o Helicopters: 307� 
o Attack Helicopters: 91 

• Naval Power 
o Total Naval Strength: 102� 
o Aircraft Carriers: 0� 
o Frigates: 22� 
o Destroyers: 4� 
o Corvettes: 0� 
o Submarines: 4� 
o Coastal Defence craft: 88� 
o Mine Warfare: 4� 

 
• Resources (Petroleum) 

o Oil Production: 200bbl/day� 
o Oil Consumption: 1,100,000 bbl/day� 
o Proven Oil Reserves: 2,380,000 bbl/day 

• Logistical 
o Merchant Marine Strength: 112� 
o Major Ports and Terminals: 4� 
o Roadway Coverage: 41,475� 
o Railway Coverage: 1,580� 
o Serviceable Airports: 37� 
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Ma Ying-jeou 
President of Taiwan 
 
Background: 
Ma Ying-jeou was born in 1950 in British Hong-
Kong while his family was fleeing towards Taiwan 
due to civil unrest between the Chinese 
Republicans and the Chinese Communists. In 1972 
after earning his LL. B at the National Taiwan 
University, he continues his education in the US 
and earns his S.J.D (equivalent of a doctorate in 
law). Interestingly enough, his thesis was 
dedicated towards legal disputes in the East China 
Sea and the Senkaku islands dispute. In 1981 he finally returns to Taiwan where he starts working 
for the authoritarian president Chiang Ching-kuo. Ma also became deputy secretary-general of the 
same party (from 1984 to 1988). He eventually becomes a member of cabinet as chair of the 
Research Development and Evaluation Commission in 1988. And then becomes the Justice Minister 
in 1993 under Lee Teng-Hui but gets “relieved” in 1996 for reasons that remain unknown. In 1998 
he opposes and beats Chen Shui-bian (f the Democratic Progressive Party) as Mayor of Taipei until 
December 2006. During his Mayoralty he was charged for corruption and thus offered his 
resignation as chairman (being a chairman of the KMT during the 2005-2007 period) of the 
Kuomintang just before announcing his run for presidency. Ma wins convincingly with a 58% vote 
against Hsieh of the DPP and becomes the 6th president of the Republic of China. In the 2012 re-
election campaign he wins with a 51.6% vote against Tsai Ing-Wen of the DPP and remains to this 
day president of the RC. (until Tsai Ing-Wen takes office). 
 
Notes: 

- Ma is inclined for an “eventual reunification” with the PRC while expressing opposition to 
Taiwanese independence. These claims can be reflected through the quick advancements in 
PRC-Taiwanese relations (opening of Tourism towards Chinese citizens). 

- While being highly criticized (especially during his Mayoralty), Ma Ying-jeou has been seen 
as a successful leader, able to help his country get through the 2008 economic crisis. 

- While Ma is extremely respected and seen as a calm and reflective character, but he is also 
considered to be an extremely indecisive character. 

Traits: Capable, Calm, Composed, Experienced 
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Andrew Hsia 
Minister of the Mainland Affairs Council 
 
Background: 
Andrew Hsia, is the current 
Minister of the “Mainland Affairs 
Council” (located in the executive 
branch of the government). Born in 
in 1950, he too, like many others, 
was affected one way or another by 
the civil unrest in China. He studied 
in Taiwan and in foreign 
universities (University of Oxford 
and UCL and other universities). He 
most notably is a fervent opponent 
of the PRC admission as a founding 
member of the UN (due to RPC-
ROC rivalry). He first was the ROC representative to Canada from 1996-1998, he then was 
the representative to the US from 2001-2008, followed him being the representative to India 
from 2007-2008 where he most notably expressed his wishes of Taiwan becoming a member 
of the WHO (World Health Organisation) was ROC representative to India from 2007-2008, 
then becoming Minister of Foreign affairs from 2008-2009, quickly followed by his 
assignment as representative to Indonesia from 2009-2013. He now previously was the 
Minister of National Defence of the ROC since 2013 and also the Minister of Mainland 
Affairs council since 2015. 
 
Responsibilities: The MAC is responsible for the relations and policies that are set between 
the Republic of China and the People’s Republic of China. 
 
Traits: Dedicated, Fervent, Intellectual 
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Su Chia-Yuan 
President of the Legislative Yuan 
 
Background: 
 Born the 22nd of October 1956, in Taiwan, Su Chia-
chyan is known to be the first President of the 
Legislative Yuan to not be affiliated to the 
Kuomintang party (instead associating himself with 
the Democratic Progressive Party). He graduated from 
National Taiwan Ocean University and followed a 
career in Taiwanese politics, first becoming a simple 
Member of the National assembly (1987-1993) and the 
Legislative Yuan (1993-1997). Then becoming a 
Magistrate from 1997-2004 followed by his promotion 
to Minister of the Interior from 2004-2006, and from 
2006-2008 he became Minister of the Council of Agriculture. For the 2012 elections, he 
presented himself as Vice-President for the DPP (but was unable to pursue this role because 
KMT won the elections). As of February 2016, Su Chia-Yuan is appointed as President of the 
Legislative Yuan, with vice-president Tsai Chi-Chang. It is important to note that Su was 
impeached by the Control Yuan in a scandal which affected his image during the 2012 
presidential elections. 
 
Responsibilities: Being the President of the Legislative Yuan means that Su Chia-Yuan is 
responsible and in charge of the Parliament of Taiwan. The president presides over all of the 
meetings that are organised in the Yuan for a term of 4 years. As of consequence, he is the 
representative figure of the Parliament as a whole. 
 
Traits: Trustworthy, Stalwart, Controversial, Experienced 
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Chang San-Cheng 
Premier of the Republic of China 
 
Background: 
Born in the year of 1954, in Taiwan, Chang San-Cheng 
became closely associated with politics only later in his 
career long after having graduated from the National 
Taiwan University, Stanford University and the Cornell 
University and after having worked in Civil Engineering 
and Computing in his nation. It is only in 2012, when he 
becomes a Minister (without portfolio) that his political 
career does truly start. More interestingly, he then 
becomes appointed as Minister of Science and Technology 
until 2014, when he became appointed as Vice Premier of 
the Republic of China and then finally assumes the role of 
Premier of the Republic of China since February 1st 2016. 
 
Position: As Premier of the Executive Yuan, Chang San-Cheng effectively assumes the role 
of Prime Minister, where he makes an official cabinet and also has the power of 
recommending individuals to the president to fulfil high ranking roles in the government. He 
mostly fulfils the role of a traditional Prime Minister of a semi-presidential regime. It is also 
important to note that the Premier has to countersign laws and decrees that are proposed by 
the President for them to be passed. 
 
Traits: Intellectual, Capable, Studious, Methodical 
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Lee Hsi-Min 
Admiral, Taiwanese Navy 

 
Background:  
Born in 1955, Lee Hsi-min is a military personnel of 
the Republic of China (Taiwan). He has been 
commander of the Republic of China Navy (ROCN) 
since 31 January 2015.  He was graduated from the 
1977 class of the ROC Naval Academy and the 1998 
class of the U.S. Naval War College. (1) 
 
 
Position: While Lee His-Min may only be the leading 
Commander of the Republic of China Navy, the 
Taiwanese Navy does represent the most important 
aspects of Taiwan’s military power as a whole. Thus it is safe to assume that Lee His-Min 
mostly represents Taiwan’s army as a whole. 
 
 
Traits: N/A 
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The Situation 

  
 The East and South China Seas have seen growing tensions between multiple countries within Asia. 

The People’s Republic of China, Brunei, Malaysia, Japan, the Philippines and Taiwan have been 
involved in disputes over the sovereignty of maritime territory and islands. Special focus is given to 
the Spratly islands for the simulation while Japan is more interested in the sovereignty disputes of 
the East China Sea: the Dokdo/Takeshima islands, and the Senkaku/Diaoyu islands 

.  
 The issue of the South China Sea has become infamous because of the construction of artificial 

islands conducted by the Chinese by land-filling existing coral-reefs. This is a grave threat to the 
stability of the region especially when it comes to sovereignty issues. The U.S. Navy has been 
conducting FONOPs (Freedom of Navigation Operations) in order to undermine Chinese claims of 
sovereignty as not in accordance with international maritime law. These artificial islands are 
currently equipped with airstrips and military-grade infrastructure, but the exact nature of what is 
being built here is unsure. The revision of Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution, permitting self 
defense operations in aid of allies, also brings an interesting dimension to this simulation as Japan 
seeks to find its new role in Asia.   

  
 
Japan’s Implication 
 
Senkaku / Diaoyutai Islands 
The Senkaku Islands are situated in the East China Sea and controlled by the Japanese. The islands 
are disputed between Japan and China, and between Japan and Taiwan - Japan considering these 
islands as part of Okinawa and thus within its Economic Exclusive Zone EEZ. Activities around 
these islands are mainly limited to fishing. However, the Senkaku Islands have seen increasing 
Chinese naval patrols since the Japanese government purchased the Minami-Kojima, Kita-Kojima 
and Uotsuri Islands from a private owner in 2012. In the recent years, Chinese naval vessels, 
research vessels and fishing boats have repeatedly made incursions in this area214.  
 
Chishima / Kuril Islands 
Both the Japanese and the Russians have been claiming the islands since the Second World War. 
They are controlled and inhabited by Russians. There is little threat in this area from a military 
perspective but minor tensions do occur between Japanese fishing vessels and the Russian 
Coastguard. There is a Japanese minister specifically in charge of this, known as the Minister of 
State for Northern Territories Affairs.  
 
Takeshima / Dokdo 
These islands are currently under the South Korean control with 37 South Korean national police 
officers on guard duties. However, the Japanese claim sovereignty over the islands. South Korean de 
facto control is bound to be permanent under current circumstances, but the Abe administration is 

																																																								
214 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-pacific-11341139 

Japan 
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adamant in finding a peaceful solution to the dispute that is favourable to Japan, which translates into 
having the islands under Japanese control215. 

 
 
Dangers / Risks 
 
East and South China Sea Island Disputes 
Full-on military confrontation over the islands seems unlikely because of Japan’s limitation of the 
use of force to situations of self-defense. It is highly probable that incidents concerning the islands 
will be solved in a diplomatic manner, rather than military. However, ramming vessels and mid-air 
accidents may occur if Japan wishes to make a bold statement to China or as a retaliatory measure.  
 
DPRK 
North Korea’s nuclear and military capability is currently the biggest security threat to Japan. 
However, even though the DPRK decide to act upon their threat and launch a missile, it would be 
intercepted by Japan and the U.S.’s advanced anti-ballistic missile system. Recent developments 
have made Japan grow increasingly concerned with its security216. The DPRK is known to use small 
ships to spy on Japan, to which the Japanese Maritime Self Defense Force has responded even with 
the use of lethal force217. 
 

Role of Japan in the Simulation 
 
As we speak, Japan has not participated in any sort of ‘offensive’ operation that would contest the 
sovereignty of the East China Sea / South China Sea islands but firmly supports the U.S.’s initiative 
in conducting FONOPS in the area in question.  
 
Due to Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution, the JSDF is only allowed to use force when: 
 

a) There is an imminent and illegitimate act of aggression against Japan 
b) When there is no appropriate means to deal with such aggression other than by resorting to 
the right of self defense 
c) The use of armed force is confined to the minimum necessary level. Delegates are to take 
these in count very strictly since all use of force without the aforementioned three tenets 
would be illegal. (Of course, the right for self defense is also supported by Article 51 of the 
UN Charter) 

 
Moreover, it is expected that Japan should cooperate and act closely to the U.S. For the purpose of 
this simulation, Japan will only be willing to commit one of its four Escort Flotillas (8 ships, for 
more information see capabilities paper) if requested for assistance by the U.S. in case of conflict in 
the South China Sea –which would be a very unlikely and extraordinary event. These ships would be 
limited to self defense operations or constabulary duties unless under direct attack or at war. As 
stated before, the main concern for Japan will always be the East China Sea/Sea of Japan, and the 
threat posed by the DPRK’s forces and missiles. Japan depends on its modern Aegis destroyers and 
on its USN counterparts for ballistic missile defense, therefore rendering the bulk of its fleet to 
patrolling home waters.  

																																																								
215 http://www.japantimes.co.jp/news/2015/02/22/national/politics-diplomacy/abe-government-envoy-attends-
takeshima-day-ceremony-in-shimane/#.VrdxLPmLSUk 
216 http://thediplomat.com/2016/02/north-korea-launches-rocket-us-south-korea-consider-thaad/ 
217 http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/asia/northkorea/1366227/Japan-sinks-North-Korea-spying-
ship.html 
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The Delegates 
 
There are eight delegates in the Japanese Committee. On the political spectrum, this includes the 
Prime Minister and five other ministers. For the military perspective, other than Minister of Defense 
Nakatani, we have included the Joint Chief of Staff and the Director for Japan’s Intelligence agency.  
It is recommended that the delegates should have basic knowledge of their roles, as well as the 
functioning of the Japanese government and military. They are also expected to act according to 
different limitations such as Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution. However, there is great flexibility 
in the contingencies and delegates are encouraged to be inventive in their ideas, as long as they 
remain in the realms of reality. Team work is greatly recommended to create a cohesive état d’ésprit 
and render the simulation fluid and enjoyable. Roles and profiles must be studied in order to 
understand each of the members’ political views. 
 

 Challenges / Questions delegates should ask themselves and should prepare for: 
• Is Japan to act in continuance to its peaceful doctrine or will it take another stance in regards 

to the South China Sea? 
• How can delegates improve or de-escalate the growing tensions between Japan, China, the 

U.S. and the South-East Asian countries? 
• How will Japan react to another DPRK nuclear test? 
• Will Japan take a bold stance against China?  
• How will rigidity in Japanese culture/politics and domestic politics/public opinion hinder 

peaceful relationship with China? 
• Will Japan be in the shadows of the U.S. or will it act independently? 

 
Allies / Enemies 

 
Great emphasis should be put on the cooperation with the U.S. whether it be on the political or the 
military spectrum. Japan has envisaged to increase joint exercises such as field training exercises in 
maritime and aerial operations in Japanese sovereign seas and airspace in order to hone coordinated 
response for the defense of Japan.  
 
With the currently ongoing Iron Fist exercise218 (in Camp Pendleton), Japan could propose to the 
U.S. to initiate joint training on Japan's Southwestern islands. Delegates should also be aware that a 
U.S. carrier battle group is stationed in Yokosuka permanently. Communication with US PACOM 
and US diplomats is more than encouraged. 
 
Japan wishes to enhance its capability to conduct overseas activities and has been continuously 
exercising with other Asian states in multilateral exercises such as Cobra Brown, RIMPAC and 
CARAT with nations including South Korea, Malaysia and Thailand.  
Japan has also announced that they are constructing a submarine for the Australians.  
Due to the Abduction Issue219 and DPRK’s nuclear programmes, Japan has very limited, if not non-
existing, relations with the DPRK.  

·    
 
 
 
 

																																																								
218 http://news.usni.org/2016/01/25/u-s-marines-teach-japanese-forces-how-to-fight-from-the-sea-in-
expanded-iron-fist-exercise 
219 http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/nov/12/north-korea-systematically-abducted-foreign-citizens-
japanese-paper-claims 
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Shinzo Abe 
Prime Minister of Japan  
 
 
Background 
He was born in 1954 into a politically prominent family. His father 
and grandfather were both politicians, with his father holding the 
position of foreign minister. His mother is the daughter of Nobuske 
Kishi, Prime Minister of Japan from 1957-1960. Abe studied political 
science at Seikei University and later studied public policy at the 
University of Southern California. Consequently, he was first elected 
in 2006 however due to ill health and following a period of severe 
unpopularity he resigned office in 2007. This was amid claims that 
the government had lost pension records, affecting approximately 50 million claims220.  
 
Abe drew criticism in May 2015 during his visit to the United States, where rather than harness the 
success of post-war relations between the two nations, he failed to recognise Japan’s own war 
crimes. He avoided semantics of colonial rule, and failed to mention the Japanese coercion of 
thousands of women into sexual slavery221. China’s state run news agency, Xinhua criticised Abe’s 
speech accusing him of using ‘linguistic tricks’ to avoid damaging relations with Beijing222.  
It is for this reason, that Abe has been perceived as a right-wing nationalist, despite being leader of 
the Liberal Democratic Party (LDP)223. This has been made worse by the fact since taking office in 
2012, Abe has visited and sent gifts to the controversial Yasukuni war shrine. Despite this, Abe is the 
first Japanese Prime Minister to have visited all members of ASEAN, and he has led first with 
diplomacy. Shinzo Abe gained economic notoriety with the launch of ‘Abenomics 2.0’224. This was 
designed to tackle issues of low fertility and an ageing population, social security was to be 
increased, and there was a focus on providing employment for retirees.  
 
Most relevant is Japan’s position on the South China Sea, where Abe has been keen to demonstrate 
that Japan will not sit in the shadow of the US and will lead not only in economic terms, but in terms 
of security in the Asia-Pacific225. Abe made clear his position through an increased military 
presence, which indicated to many a desire to keep China at bay. There were clear concerns over 
land reclamation in the region, with Shinzo Abe strongly advocating the defence of the disputed 
Senkaku Islands. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
220 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19725705 
221 http://foreignpolicy.com/2015/05/01/japan-shinzo-abe-sorry-apologies/ 
222 http://www.theguardian.com/world/2015/aug/14/shinzo-abe-japan-no-new-apology-second-world-war-
anniversary-speech 
223 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-19725705 
224 http://thediplomat.com/2015/09/abenomics-2-0-a-reform-reboot-for-japan/ 
225 http://thediplomat.com/2015/12/japan-and-the-maritime-pivot-to-southeast-asia/ 
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Fumio Kishida 
Foreign Minster of Japan 

 
Background  
Born 29 July 1957, in Hiroshima. He holds a law degree from Waseda University (1982). To 
some extent, Kishida’s political career may have inevitable. He was born into a political family 
where his father and grandfather both held positions in the lower house. Kishida went on to 
study law at Waseda University where he graduated in 1982. 
He was first employed by the now redundant, Long-Term Credit Bank of Japan. Famously 
known for his visit to Arunachal Pradesh, India. Kishida on his visit openly criticised China for 
disputing territory which clearly belonged to India. Previously held position of Minister of State 
for Okinawa and Northern Territories Affairs and Science and Technology Policy. Prior to his 
role as Foreign Minister Kishida had an immensely diverse background, having held a number 
of positions within the Japanese Parliament. He was first elected as Secretary to the House of 
Representatives in 1987 and in 1993 he was first elected to the House of Representatives. 
Kishida has held the role of Parliamentary Vice-Minister for Construction, and in 2001 he was 
Parliamentary Senior Vice-Minister for Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology. In 
2005 he occupied the position of Chairman of the Committee on Health, Labour and Welfare of 
the House of Representatives. Furthermore, under the Fukuda Cabinet, Kishida was Minister for 
Consumer Affairs and Minister for Space Policy. Since 2012 and the second Shinzo Abe 
Cabinet, he has maintained the position of Foreign Minister of Japan226. Kishida has consistently 
made a concerted diplomatic effort especially towards China and South Korea. Seoul has been 
described Kishida as “an important neighbour that shares the same basic values with Japan.”227 
He has also looked into talks with Pyongyang over Japanese abductees and has expressed 
optimism as reaching a “comprehensive solution”228. Japan’s Foreign Minister has also worked 
his South Korean counterpart to formalize an agreement on ‘comfort women’, whereby Japan 
apologized and agreed to pay 1bn yen ($8.3m;£5.6m) to victims. This was the amount demanded 
by South Korea and Japan agreed229. There was an acceptance of responsibility over the issue, 
and the agreement is generally considered to have ushered in a new era in relations between the 
two states.  
 
 

 
Responsibilities 
Member of the House of Representatives, and part of the Liberal Democratic Party 
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Motō Hayashi 
Minister of Economy, Trade and Industry 

 
Background230 
Born on January 3rd 1947 in Katori, Chiba 
Graduated from Nihon University’s College of Art in 1970 
Member of Liberal Democratic Party, Yamasaki faction 
1983 first elected member of Chiba Prefecture assembly 
1993 first elected to Diet as representative of Chiba 
2008 appointed minister by PM Fukuda 
Selected by PM Abe during 2015 reshuffle of Cabinet as Minister of Economy, Trade and 
Industry231. He first entered politics as secretary to his father, Representative Taikan Hayashi, in 
1972.  After serving three consecutive terms as member of Chiba Prefectural Assembly, he inherited 
his father’s political assets and was elected to the Diet in 1993. Since then, he has been reelected 
eight times.232 He has developed a large experience working for the government. He served as vice 
minister in the 1998 Obuchi cabinet as well as in the 2003 Koizumi cabinet, focusing his work in 
transportation, land and infrastructure. He was appointed as Minister of State for Okinawa and 
Northern Territories Affairs, Disaster Management, and Chairman of the National Public Safety 
Commission in 2008 in the cabinet of PM Fukuda, being reappointed in 2009 in the new cabinet of 
PM Aso.  
 
 
Responsibilities  
Other responsibilities in Cabinet: Industrial competitiveness, Response to Economic impact caused 
by nuclear accident, and Nuclear damage compensation and decommissioning facilitation 
corporation.  
 
Traits 
As a member of the Yamasaki faction of the LDP his views span across the moderate conservative 
spectrum, with a hint of aggressiveness against China and North Korea in foreign policy issues.  
He is affiliated to Nippon Kaigi, a nationalist, monarchist non-political organization which seeks to 
revise the constitution, particularly article 9, and to “change the post-war national consciousness”. It 
also prominently defends Japanese claims over the Senkaku islands and the Emperor’s previous 
Shinto god-like status. PM Abe is also affiliated to this group.  
As stated in interviews in Japanese media in 2012 and 2014, he is in favour of revising the 
constitution, collective self defence, reform of the assembly, the relocation of USMC base Futenma, 
and nuclear power plants. He is against the “zero nuclear power” goal, Japan’s participation in TPP, 
and becoming a nuclear armed country233.  
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Tarō Asō 
Deputy Prime Minister & Minister of Finance 
 
Background  
Born on September 20th 1940 in Iizuka, Fukuoka as a Catholic. 
Very political background: his father was close associate of P.M. Kakuei 
Tanaka, his mother was P.M. Yoshida’s daughter. Tarō’s sister, Princess 
Tomohito is the Emperor Akihito’s cousin-in-law. In 1963, Asō graduated 
from the Faculty of Politics and Economics at Gakushuin University. He moved to the United States 
to study at Stanford University, but returned to Japan after family issues. He later on left to study at 
the University of London and the London School of Economics as an occasional student. 
 
Joined his father’s enterprise in 1966 and within six years evolved to the position of president and 
CEO of the Asō Cement Co., Ltd. Whilst stationed in Brazil, he became fluent in Portuguese.  
Member of the House of Representatives (elected 11 times). Prior to joining politics, Aso was 
involved in the construction industry, holding the role of President and CEO of Aso Cement Co. Ltd. 
In 1979, he was first elected to the House of Representatives, and has held numerous positions 
before he became Prime Minister briefly between 2008 and 2009, he was defeated in the 2009 
election.  As well as financial matters, Aso occupied the role of Minister of Foreign Affairs from 
2005-2007, and was Secretary General of the Liberal Democratic Party in 2008 just before his 
election as Prime Minister. Re-elected in 2014, Aso’s role was reshuffled, and currently he is 
Minister of State for Financial Services and Minister in charge of Overcoming Deflation as well as 
holding the title of Minister of Finance.  
 
2003-2005: Minister for Internal Affairs and Communications 
2005-2007: Minister of Foreign Affairs 
24 September 2008-16 September 2009: Prime Minister of Japan 
Incumbent since December 26th 2012: Deputy PM and Minister of Finance 
 

 
Traits 
Aso, in line with Shinzo Abe has taken a conservative stance on foreign policy issues, taking 
controversial stances towards North Korea and also towards China. As a result of his hard line 
approach, Abe was favoured for party leadership. It was a cause of great concern, particularly 
with Aso’s personal opinions resulting in controversy. This was seen with regards to a statement 
made whereby it was suggested that Japan could learn a lot from the way Nazi Germany was 
structured and organised234. Aso’s tenure as Minister of Finance appears less controversial than 
his brief role as Prime Minister, when his approval ratings dropped almost 25.5% within the first 
three months of office. His time as Prime Minister was clouded with miscalculations, poor 
judgments and controversy. Whether it was criticising the elderly (the LDP’s most loyal 
supporters) or failing to control his ministers, the Minister of Tourism in particular who asserted 
Japan was ‘ethnically homogenous’ and did not like foreigners; Aso failed to match his hard-line 
political inclinations with real policies for which he could have been remembered.  
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Gen Nakatani  
Minister of Defence & Minister in charge of Security Legislation 

 
Background  
Born October, 14th 1957 in Kochi, Kochi Prefecture  
Graduated from National Defence Academy  
Currently on 9th Term as member of House of Representatives 
When appointed Chief of the Defence Agency in 2001, Nakatani was only the fourth-term lawmaker 
and the youngest to serve the post. He was also the first defence chief who had military experience in 
the Self-Defence Force235. 
 
Nakatani attended the Tosa Junior and Senior High School, a respected private institution whose 
notable graduates include Japanese Ministers, numerous members of the House of Representatives 
and entrepreneurs. He later on attended the National Defence Academy, a typical stepping-stone for 
aspiring JSDF officers, where he was an undergraduate in the Faculty of Science and Engineering. 
Naturally, he joined the Ground Self-Defence Force for 4 years beginning as a rifle platoon 
commander of 20th Infantry Regiment. He finished his military career as a Ranger Instructor for the 
1st Airborne Brigade and later on discharged with the rank of Lieutenant.  

 
1984: Retired as a Lieutenant from the Japan Ground Self-Defence Force 
1990–2014: Elected as a member of the House of Representatives on his 9th term 
1985-1986: Served as secretary to Minister Kato, Imai and Miyazawa 
1995: Parliamentary Secretary for National Land 
2000: Senior State Secretary for Home Affairs 
2001: Minister of State for Defence 
2014: Minister of Defence and Minister in charge of Security Legislation 

 
Traits 
Nakatani is affiliated to the Liberal Democratic Party and is in favour for the constitutional reform of 
Article 9 of the Japanese Constitution in regards to the right to exercise collective self-defence236. 
However he has clearly voiced the opinion that nuclear arms have no future in Japanese policy 
making237. In an interview, he also mentioned that he saw no problem with Japanese Prime Ministers 
worshipping at the Yasukuni Shrine and opposes the revision of the Murayama Apology and Kono 
Discourse concerning Imperial Japan’s involvement in the ‘comfort women’ issue238. In the scope of 
the Abe administration passing a security legislation last September aiming for the expansion of SDF 
activities abroad, Nakatani has been actively visiting neighbouring allies (U.S., Australia, South 
Korea, Vietnam and Malaysia) to strengthen bilateral defence cooperation, initiating joint training 
exercises and exporting military equipment239. In regards of the South China Sea tensions, Nakatani 
has expressed support for the U.S.’s Freedom of Navigation Operations240. 
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Katsutoshi Kawano 
Admiral JMSDF 
Chief of Staff – Joint Staff Office JSDF  

Background241 
Born on November 28th 1954 in Kanagawa 
Joined Maritime Self-Defence Force in 1977 
Promoted to Captain in January 1996 
1999 Commander, Escort Division 3 
2002-2003 Commander, Escort Flotilla 3 
2008-2010 Commander, Mine Warfare Force and Fleet Escort Force 
2011-2012 Commander in Chief, Self Defense Fleet 
Promoted to Admiral in 2012 
2012-2014 Chief of Staff, Maritime Self Defence Force 
 
Graduated from the National Defence Academy of Japan in 1977, with a degree in mechanical 
engineering. Graduated from Tsukuba University with a Master of International Relations degree. 
Graduated from the Naval Command College at the Naval War College (United States) in 1997, 
earning the Batemans prize for an essay presented to the Naval War College Review242, and lauded 
as a distinguished alumni in 2013-14243. Admiral Kawano spent most of his early years as a naval 
officer on board destroyers, obtaining his first command (JS Oyodo) in 1991 holding the rank of 
Commander. As Captain and later Flag Officer he served in staff posts (mostly in Operations and 
Planning departments) and in command of ever larger ship formations, eventually being named C-in-
C of the Japanese fleet244.  
In 2008 the collision between JS Atago and the fishing vessel Seitoku Maru, with the resulting 
disappearance of its two-man crew245, put his career in jeopardy, as the destroyer was under his 
responsibility as Commander of the Fleet Escort Force.  
He was awarded the Saudi Arabian Order of Abdulaziz Al Saud for his contribution to strengthening 
friendship and cooperation ties between Japan and Saudi Arabia246. 
 
Responsibilities  
Currently serving as Chief of Staff, Joint Staff Office JSDF. Charged with supervising all branches 
of the JSDF, supporting the Minister of Defence as the top-ranking military advisor, executing the 
minister’s orders concerning military operations, and dealing with the administrative work of the 
Joint Staff Office247.  
 
Traits 
Particularly interested in humanitarian assistance and disaster relief as a means to allow cooperation 
with South China Sea-bordering countries. He has close ties to the USN, and supports collective self-
defence as a means to further cooperation links between the USN and the JMSDF.  
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Met with top Chinese naval officer in September 2014 agreeing on the need to deepen 
communications to avert military bilateral clash248. He has pushed for the implementation of 
communication networks with China and sees them as a mechanism to avoid conflict over the 
Senkaku islands. “Only when political ties are built, exchanges between the militaries becomes 
possible”249. His solution is to allow direct communication between Chinese and Japanese air-
naval assets.  
 
Concerned with the increasing presence of China in the pacific islands and believes the situation 
could worsen250, as stated in July 2015. His response to this trend is the possibility of ordering 
JMSDF ships to patrol and conduct surveillance in the South China Sea, including ASW 
activities. He is confident that the JSDF will win over public opinion in spite of lack of popular 
support for PM Abe’s stance on how to use the military251.  
 
Had a highly publicized, top-level visit to the US in July 2015, meeting with senior officials from 
the government (VP, deputy Sec State, deputy SecDef)252. Met with Philippines Defence 
Secretary in August 2015 to coordinate joint amphibious landing exercises253.  
 
Sees ASW, C4ISR, Ballistic Missile Defence and anti-landing/island defence capabilities as 
critical to maintaining an effective, deterrent force.  
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Aiko Shimajiri 
Minister of State for Okinawa and Northern Territories Affairs 
 

Background  
Born on March 4th 1965 in Sendai City, Miyagi 
Graduated from St. Ursula Gakuen High School in 1984, after a two year 
exchange in Huntington Beach High School (California, USA).  Graduated 
from Sophia University (Tokyo, Japan) with a major in Journalism, in 1988.  
Entrance into politics in 2004 as member of Naha City Assembly 
2014 Chairperson, Committee on Environment 
2014 Deputy Chairman, LDP Diet Affairs committee 
Selected by PM Abe during 2015 reshuffle of Cabinet as Minister of State for Okinawa and Northern 
Territories Affairs. 
After finishing her undergraduate studies she worked for Shearson Lehman Brothers bank, as a 
teacher in the Okinawa School of Foreign Languages, and as Vice President of the JSL Nippon 
Academy254. 
She began her political life in 2004 when she was elected as a member of the Naha City Assembly. 
In 2007 she was elected for the first time into the House of Councillors, and re-elected in 2010. In 
2012 she was selected as Parliamentary Secretary of Cabinet Office and for Reconstruction, major 
posts in the government255. 
She is a prominent member of the Liberal Democratic Party of Japan. In 2011 she was the director of 
the Women’s Affairs Division of the Party; by 2015 she was the Chairperson of the Okinawa 
Prefecture branch of the Party256.  
 
 
Responsibilities 
Other responsibilities in Cabinet: Science and technology policy, Space policy, Ocean policy and 
territorial issues, IT policy, and “Cool Japan” strategy. 
 
Traits 
Her main interests involve Defence and National Security, Energy, and Consumer Citizenship 
Education257. 
Publicly stated that Takeshima “is Japanese territory, (the territorial dispute) is a very important issue 
involving sovereignty”258 during the celebration of Takeshima Day, 2013. This local event sparked 
protests from ROK’s government and citizens.  
Her views on the US-Japan alliance are focused on developing soft power: education, science and 
technology, health and housing, and HADR operations259. 
Supports PM Abe’s decision to further US-Japan military alliance, and is especially aware260 of the 
issue of the relocation of Futenma Base (US Marine Corps) in Okinawa. This has brought the local 
and national government to clash, as the Governor of Okinawa is opposed to the relocation261. She 
has however stated that her job is to promote the economic development of Okinawa, rendering the 
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issue as of interest but “out of her mandate”262. As of December 2015 the legal battle for relocation 
of the base is ongoing.  
Her prominent position in LDP and in the Cabinet has prompted the government to increase funding 
for Okinawa in order to gain support263. 
After her appointment to Cabinet in 2015 she was accused of violating Japanese political funding 
law in one of her previous elections, concerning distribution of calendars and not reporting 
expenses/debts. She has denied these allegations264. 
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Miyagawa Tadashi 
Director of Defence Intelligence Headquarters (DIH) 
 
Background265 
Born September 1959 
Little is known about Miyagawa’s education apart from the fact that he graduated Nihon 
University266. However, having served in various branches in the Japanese Air Self-Defence Force 
for over 30 years, he has extensive military knowledge.  
March 1982: Joined the Japan Air Self-Defence Force 
June 1999: Defence Attaché to the U.S.A. 
July 3rd, 2007: promotion to Major General 
August 22nd 2013: promotion to Lieutenant General and Commander of Air Self-Defence Force 
(Western Section) 
August 5th 2014: appointed Director of Defence Intelligence Headquarters 
 
As a JASDF airlift coordinator, Col. Miyagawa took part in Japan’s first humanitarian mission in 
Iraq in March 2004, announcing that he was “very proud to do this mission”267. This marked the first 
time that Japanese airmen had been deployed to a conflict zone since the end of WW2268.  
 
 
 
 
Traits 
Director Miyagawa met his South Korean counterpart Jo Bo-Guen in 2015 to discuss the possible 
signing of the General Security Military Information Agreement (GSOMIA), which would initiate 
bilateral exchanges of sensitive military intelligence on North Korea and Northeast Asian security. 
Japan has been pressuring Seoul more than ever to sign the agreement in order to strengthen their 
defence capability against DPRK’s increasing missile and nuclear threats 269. During a meeting 
between Pacific Rim Air Force leaders in late 2011, Miyagawa voiced the opinion for increasing 
cooperation for Pacific Rim members in cases of natural disasters, having seen how effective rapid 
foreign response had been during the 2011 Japan Natural Disasters270.  
 
 
 

																																																								
265 http://admiral3166.ddo.jp/wiki31/en/index.php/Miyagawa_Tadashi 
266 http://admiral3166.ddo.jp/wiki31/en/index.php/Miyagawa_Tadashi 
267 http://www.af.mil/News/ArticleDisplay/tabid/223/Article/137474/jasdf-flies-first-humanitarian-mission-
into-iraq.aspx 
268 http://www.af.mil/News/ArticleDisplay/tabid/223/Article/137474/jasdf-flies-first-humanitarian-mission-
into-iraq.aspx 
269 http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2015/07/116_182976.html 
270 http://www.pacaf.af.mil/News/ArticleDisplay/tabid/377/Article/593839/pacific-rim-air-force-leaders-
come-together-to-discuss-similarities-challenges.aspx 



	104	

 
Security Policy 
• Foreign Policy:  

o Major sources of concern: Korean peninsula, change in the geopolitics of Northeast Asia 
as a result of China’s growing influence, a Eurozone crisis, and instability in the global 
economy. 271 

o North Korea: nuclear threats, stalled talks since 2008, long-range missile launch and 
second nuclear tests, shelling of Yeonpyeong Island and an attack on the ROK naval ship 
Cheonane,  well as over the Yellow Sea. 272 

o Elsewhere: nuclear catastrophes, economic instability abroad, border disputes in 
Southeast Asia. 273 

• The government’s objectives:  
o Strengthen security through diplomacy: state visits to the United States, strategic 

cooperation with China, Japan and Russia, and diplomatic efforts to denuclearize North 
Korea  

• Strong dependency on the sea:  
o The ROK imported 100% of its crude oil in 2007 and 90% of the raw materials needed to 

support its manufacturing economy. 
o In that same year, the ROK also imported 73% of its food.  
o More recently, they have been successful in increasing their local production, but they 

remain very dependent on their imports (they imported 97% of their oil in 2015).274 
• Currently, most South Koreans did not live through the Korean War and thus in popular 

opinion North Korea is not perceived as the largest threat or source of concern. Instead, they 
prioritize economic growth and welfare. 275  Furthermore, the DPRK is no longer South 
Korea’s only security threat as it closely monitoring the rise of China.276 

• South Korea will need the support of other states in a potential war against North Korea. 
However, South East Asian states will not likely offer a helping hand if South Korea is not 
willing to help them with the South China Sea. On the other hand, South Korea hopes to have 
China on its side should such a conflict arise. The ROK’s silence on the dealings in the South 
China Sea could be a reason for China to support South Korea in such a case. However, this 
cannot be dependent on as China only acts in its own interests.277 

 
ROK and the East China Sea 

• The ROK possesses border disputes with both China and the DPRK in the East China Sea. 
These disputes regard fishing rights and the strategic maneuvering in the East China Sea. 
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• South Korea has been vocal about the Chinese “fishermen” who regularly patrol in South 
Korean waters in the Yellow Sea. Because ‘’China does not recognize the inter-Korean sea 
border – called the Northern Line Limit – and it has rented out some of these waters from 
North Korea.” South Korea rejects this agreement between the two states as unlawful and 
regularly detains Chinese ships.278  

 
ROK and the South China Sea 
ROK has a nuanced position in regards to the South China Sea. 

• Aligning against China 
o ROK has an interest in ensuring the right to free navigation of the South China Seas. 

Indeed, this area is vital to the ROK’s imports and exports 
§ “South Korea has never benefited from a regional order where coercion is an 

acceptable means of dispute resolution. A regional order where China is 
allowed to intimidate others will eventually come back to haunt South Korea, 
who has latent but real territorial issues of its own with China.”279 

o What could it do to counter balance China: 280 
§ Participate in the coastal defence of South East Asia  
§ Condemn Chinese actions 
§ Sell, trade or rent out military capabilities to needy states  

• Staying silent 
o Staying silent with regards to Chinese actions could be used to leverage the Chinese 

in the ongoing conflict with the DPRK. 
•  “Honest broker”: “Among Asia’s most meaningful powers, only South Korea is seen as 

having the potential to tilt toward Beijing’s preferences, making its voice on regional disputes 
even more important.”281 

• It must be remembered that the ROK cannot be too active in the South China Sea, because of 
its tight military budget and its concerns with regards to North Korea. Furthermore, it does 
not possess a trained blue-water navy and has no power projection in the South China Sea.282 

 
ROK and China 

• In recent years, the ROK has been supporting military exchanges with China (mutual aircraft 
and vessels visits). The relationship between the two countries was upgraded from a “full-
scale cooperative partnership” to a “strategic cooperative partnership” in 2008 with the 
establishment of hotlines between their respective Navies and Air Forces.283 

 
• South Korea is increasingly caught between its economic dependence on Chinese exports and 

its military dependence on the United States.284 A possible conflict in the South China Sea 
could undermine the ROK-US relations, where the ROK would be face with a difficult 
decision between China and the US.285 

 
• The ROK possesses a one China policy and discontinued diplomatic ties with Taiwan in the 

1990s. In the case of a conflict between the ROC and the PRC, the South Korean 
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Government would have to decide either to align with Taiwan or to stay neutral. Both of 
these decisions would have important consequences on the ROK’s economic relations with 
China and its partnership with the United States.286 

• The shelling of Yeonpyeong Island by North Korea and the resulting alignment of Beijing 
with the DPRK highlights the potential for a similar diplomatic move in the case of an open 
aggression by Pyongyang.287 

 
 
 
ROK and US 

• The security of ROK is dependent on its cooperation with the US. However, the ROK has 
been called out by the United States for not exerting enough pressure on the issue in the 
South China Sea.288 

• In the case of a contingency in the South China Sea, if the United States decided to remove 
troops stationed in South Korea, the ROK’s security would greatly suffer and it would 
become vulnerable to an attack by the DPRK.289 

 
ROK and Japan 

• Historical grievances are still prevalent in contemporary Korean society and thus 
strongly inhibit close political or military ties (they have tried to conduct joint 
operations. This is particularly important as they share common policies towards 
shared threats.290 

 
ROK and DPRK 

• Northern Limit Line (NLL) 
o The Northern Limit Line or NLL is a disputed maritime border in the Yellow Sea 

which sits off the West coast of both North and South Korea. The demarcation of the 
NLL came as the result of the 1953 Armistice Agreement in which the North and 
South failed to agree on official borders. This resulted in the temporary establishment 
of the NLL. The NLL, however, has continued to be upheld since the 1953 
agreement.  

o In March 2014, North Korea fired 500 live artillery shells during live-fire drills, 100 
of which landed within South Korean waters in the West Sea therefore crossing the 
NLL. South Korean forces responded by firing 300 rounds into the Yellow Sea. 291 

o The DPRK claims that the NLL is further south than the current border. This would 
then give them the rights over several islands which are currently controlled by South 
Korea.292 
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Fact sheet II: The Military Demarcation Line (MDL), the 
Demilitarised Zone (DMZ) and the Northern Limit Line (NLL) 
in the West Sea 

Armistice talks held in Kaesong and later at Panmunjom led to the signing of the 
27 July 1953 armistice agreement, formally ending open hostilities on the Korean 
Peninsula. The signatories of the armistice were the chief military commanders 
from the �����������������
�������������
���������������������������������
and the commanding general of the United Nations Command (US General Mark 
W. Clark) signing for the South side. The South Korean government declined to 
participate and did not become a signatory. It would take nearly 40 years for the 
two Koreas formally to agree to abide by the armistice. This was done in the 
1991 Reconciliation Agreement.40  

	������������������������������������������������insure a complete cessation of 
hostilities and of all acts of armed force in Korea until a final peaceful settlement 

                                                 
40 See North/South Reconciliation Agreement, New York, 13 December 1991.  
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294 
 
 
 
ROK Military Capabilities295 
 

• Manpower 
o Total Population: 49,039,986� 
o Available Manpower: 25,609,290� 
o Fit for Service: 21,033,275� 
o Active Frontline Personnel: 624,465� 
o Active Reserve Personnel: 2,900,000 

 
 
 

• Land Systems 
o Tanks: 2,381� 

																																																								
294 Korkmaz, Kaan, and John Rydqvist. The Republic of Korea: A Defence and Security Primer. FOI-R--3427-
-SE, Defence Analysis, 2012, 126. 
295 Global Fire Power. South Korea Military Strength. 2014. http://www.globalfirepower.com/country-
military-strength-detail.asp?country_id=south-korea (accessed 12 December, 2015). 
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Figure 3.1 ROK Military Operations Executive System  

 

The First ROK Army (FROKA) and Third ROK Army (TROKA) will be merged into a 
Ground Operations Command in 2015. 
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o Armored Fighting Vehicles (AFVs): 2,660� 
o Self-Propelled Guns (SPGs): 1,990� 
o Towed-Artillery: 5,374� 
o Multiple-Launch Rocket Systems (MLRSs): 214 

 
• Air Power 

o Hundreds of F5, F15 and F16 fighter jets and fighter bombers. 
o Total Aircraft: 1,412� 
o Fighters/Interceptors: 399� 
o Fixed-Wing Attack Aircraft: 399� 
o Transport Aircraft: 342� 
o Trainer Aircraft: 277� 
o Helicopters: 668� 
o Attack Helicopters: 77 

 
• Naval Power 

o It is important to note that the ROK Navy has undergone important modernization 
projects and has had the opportunity to learn from joint training and anti-piracy 
missions. As such, it has been labelled as one of the better prepared and equipped 
navies in the region.296 

o Total Naval Strength: 166� 
o Aircraft Carriers: 0� 
o Frigates: 11� 
o Destroyers: 12 
o Chungmugong Yi Sunshin-Class Destroyers 
o Gwanggaeto the Great-Class (KDX-I) Destroyers 
o Sejong the Great-Class guided missile destroyers� 
o Corvettes: 19� 
o Submarines: 13� 
o Chang Bogo Class attack submarines 
o Coastal Defense Craft: 81� 
o Mine Warfare: 10 

 
• Resources (Petroleum) 

o Oil Production: 48,200 bbl/day� 
o Oil Consumption: 2,300,000 bbl/day]� 
o Proven Oil Reserves: 6,000,000 bbl/day 

• Logistical 
o Merchant Marine Strength: 786 
o Major Ports and Terminals: 8� 
o Roadway Coverage: 103,029�Railway Coverage: 3,381� 
o Serviceable Airports: 111 

 
 
 
 

																																																								
296 Cordesman, Anthony H., and Ashley Hess. The Evolution of Military Balance in the Korean Peninsula and 
Northeast Asia. Center for Strategic International Studies, 2013. 
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Park Geun-hye 
President 
 
Background 
Chairwoman of the conservative Grand National Party (GNP) 
between 2004 and 2006 and between 2011 and 2012. The 
renamed Saenuri Party is the conservative party of the ROK 
and is the result of the merge of New Korea and United 
Democratic. The Party positioned itself as centre-right and 
holds 156 seats in the National Assembly. Voting since 2012 
has subsequently increased in regards to local and legislative 
elections with the Saenuri party taking close to or over 50% of 
eligible seats consistently. However, popularity ratings, as of 
December 2015, dropped ten percentage points reportedly as 
the result of an internal power struggle.297 The next presidential election will be held during 2017 
with Park ineligible for reelection due to the single-term system.298 Park was also a member of the 
Korean National Assembly and served four complete consecutive parliamentary terms as a 
constituency representative between 1998 and 2012; she started her fifth term as a proportional 
representative in June 2012. Her father was Park Chung-hee, President of South Korea from 1962 to 
1979. Park has continually raised concerns over the growing power of North Korea and has warned 
that a new nuclear test by North Korea could lead to, "a nuclear domino effect", that might give its 
neighbors a reason to arm themselves with nuclear weapons. Park recently appealed to China to 
cooperate with neighboring countries to resolve territorial disputes due to major South Korean 
imports generating from the area. Park also recently attended an ASEAN summit during which 
concerns over the South China Sea were raised by the Japanese Prime Minister, thus cementing her 
concerns over the issue. 299300 

The trilateral alliance between South Korea, Japan and China suggests Park will be faced with a 
dilemma if territorial disputes heighten between Japan and China.301 

Responsibilities302: 

• Commander in Chief of the Military 
• Able to announce executive orders 
• Leader of the executive branch of government 
• Can hold referendums on specific issues 
• Can declare war 
• Can declare a state of national emergency 

Traits 

Park displays a strong, confident personality as displayed in her continuing will to confront North 
Korea over their provocations. However, continuing willingness to negotiate and promote diplomacy 
suggest Park is split in her approach to differing political issues.  

 

 
																																																								
297 http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2015/12/116_193518.html 
298 http://thediplomat.com/2015/02/south-koreas-next-presidential-candidates/ 
299 http://www.pbs.org/newshour/rundown/south-korea-1/ 
300 http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-20787271 
301 http://www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2015/10/116_189730.html 
302 http://korea.assembly.go.kr/res/low_01_read.jsp?boardid=1000000035 
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Hwang Kyo-ahn  
Prime Minister 
 
Background 
Hwang was selected as Prime Minister by the 
current President in June 2015. In 2013 Hwang 
was selected as Minister of Justice after spending 
the majority of his life as a Chief Prosecutor in 
the Ministry of Justice. Hwang has been integral 
to the trilateral talks with South Korea, Japan and 
China suggesting, like Park, Hwang will be presented with a dilemma once territorial tensions 
heighten between Japan and China. Hwang also recently met with Chinese Premier Li Keqiang in 
order to sign the China-ROK Free Trade Agreement. 303 

 

Responsibilities304:  

• Acting President if the President is unable to stand 
• Vice Chairman of the Cabinet 
• Can make recommendations for Cabinet members  
• To supervise ministries 

 

Traits 

His position as justice minister suggests Hwang is a moral character with a strong personal, moral 
compass. This is supported by his long-standing career in law.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
303 http://www.moj.go.kr/HP/ENG/eng_01/eng_1020.jsp 
304 http://korea.assembly.go.kr/res/low_01_read.jsp?boardid=1000000035 
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Han Min Koo 
Head of National Defence 
 
Background 
Former South Korean army general who served as the 
40th Chief of Staff of the South Korean army as well as 
the 36th Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of the South 
Korean military. 
Han's assignments prior to assuming Army Chief of Staff 
were Chief of Strategic Planning, ROK Army 
Headquarters; Commanding General, 53rd Infantry 
Division; Commanding General, Capital Defense 
Command; Deputy Chief of Staff of the Republic of Korea Army. 
Han has recently reaffirmed the importance of the South China Sea to US Admiral Harry Harris 
following talks over the area with the Chinese military.305 

Han recently called for South Korean South China Sea rights in regard to freedom of the skies, 
launching South Korea into the dispute over the territory. Han stated: “It is our stance that freedom 
of navigation and freedom of flight should be ensured in this area, and that any conflicts be resolved 
according to relevant agreements and established international norms”.306 

 

Responsibilities307: 

• Responsible for the military branches of South Korea; 
• Responsible for the National Defence Policy;  
• Advises President Park on suitable military strategy. 

 

Traits 

Previous military status gives Han perhaps a stern personality and character. His position in strategic 
planning suggests Han is also extremely bright and articulate and his positions of authority within the 
army suggest a high ability to lead and command without fear.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
305 http://www.seattletimes.com/nation-world//2012137710_apasskoreashipsinks.html?mbaseid=2012137710 
306 http://www.wsj.com/articles/south-korea-calls-for-south-china-sea-rights-1446461006 
307 
http://www.mnd.go.kr/mbshome/mbs/mnd_eng/jsp/history/history_view.jsp?configIdx=107759&siteId=mnd_
eng&id=mnd_eng_010201000000&titleId=mnd_eng_010200000000 
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Yun Byung-se 
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
 
Background 
Yun was appointed to the position of Minister of 
Foreign Affairs in 2013. Yun recently participated 
in interaction with the US in regard to the new US-
Korean nuclear pact agreed in late November 
2015. Press conferences with the US’ John Kerry 
also confirmed the ROK’s greater involvement in 
peacekeeping in the Asia Pacific. Recent talks with Iran have also proven Yun to be influential 
within the South vs North dispute, Yun calling for North Korea to learn from Iran. 308 

 

Responsibilities309:  

• Managing of foreign relations; 
• Oversees foreign trade; 
• Handles international economic relations. 

 

Traits 

Conferences with the US and other leading international states as well as his position as Foreign 
Minister suggest that Yun is able to communicate extremely and possesses strong negotiation skills. 
Yun’s career and studies within the field of law provided him with a strong sense of right and wrong.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
308 http://www.mofa.go.kr/ENG/ministry/minister/profile/index.jsp?menu=m_50_10_10 
309 http://www.mofa.go.kr/ENG/main/index.jsp 
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Kim Kwan-jin  
Chief of the National Security Council 

 
Background 
 
Chief of The National Security Council in South Korea, 
following his appointment in the year of 2014. He was 
previously the 33rd Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff of 
the South Korean armed forces and the Minister of National 
Defense.310 Kim previously served as Commanding General, 
35th Infantry Division (1999–2000), Commanding General, II Corps (2002–2004), and Chief 
Director, Joint Operations Headquarters, Joint Chiefs of Staff (2004–2005). He was promoted to 
four-star general and assumed command of Third ROK Army in 2005. In 2006, he became the 33rd 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, replacing General Lee Sang-hee.311 Kim has recently been 
integral to talks with North Korea, aiding President Park in negotiations and diplomatic proceedings.  

Responsibilities312: 

• Head of intelligence and security as well as strategic planning; 
• Ability to command key military branches with consent of President Park. 

Traits 

Kim’s long spanning experience within the military perhaps gives rise to his reputation for being a 
hardliner with regard to military strategy, especially in regard to North Korea relations as shown by 
the continuing anti-North propaganda on the border.  Kim’s career within the military also suggests 
he has a high ability to command and lead. The gathering military might of North Korea, as 
suggested through the recent Hydrogen bomb test, as well as North Korean superiority in some areas 
of weaponry and military resources suggest Kim is becoming more open to diplomatic negotiation, 
in order to protect the South, despite his reputation for being a hardliner. Kim’s role as chief 
negotiator within the August 2015 deal to lift the ‘quasi state of war’ between the North and South 
supports the suggestion that he is becoming more open to diplomatic negotiation.313  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
310 http://csis.org/files/publication/140603_KoreaChair_Impact_Player_Kim_Kwan_Jin.pdf 
311 http://news.xinhuanet.com/english2010/world/2010-11/26/c_13623976.htm 
312 http://csis.org/files/publication/140603_KoreaChair_Impact_Player_Kim_Kwan_Jin.pdf 
313 http://www.pressherald.com/2015/08/24/north-korea-expresses-regret-for-death-seoul-to-halt-propaganda-
broadcasts/ 
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The DPRK is based on the Juche ideology (military first) which relies on the principle of self-
reliance. The DPRK removed all references to communism in its constitution in 2009. It is a single 
party state under a totalitarian family dictatorship.314 Current leader and grandson of Kim Il Sung, 
Kim Jong un is in absolute control of the state. There has however been an increase in the powers of 
the generals since Kim Jong un’s ascent to power. While some agree that he has retained central 
control, others argue that important figures within the DPRK are becoming increasingly influential. 
Some have gone as far as to argue that Kim Jong un simply acts as the ‘’rubber stamp’’ to proposals 
previously agreed upon by the other important figures.315 

 
316 
 
Security Strategy 

• In the DPRK’s pursuit of national security, survival, economic well-being and unification 
under a North Korean government, Pyongyang has developed a policy of brinkmanship “by 
mixing aggressive and provocative tactics, including issuing unconditional demands, 
blustering, bluffing, threatening, stalling, manufacturing deadlines, and even walking out of 
negotiations”.317 

																																																								
314 International Business Publications. Korea North Country Study Guide: Volume 1 Strategic Information 
and Developments. Washington: International Business Publications, 2015, p. 47-48 
315 Hamilton, K. (2014, October 2014). Meet the Men and Women Who Help Run North Korea From the 
Shadows. Retrieved from Vice News: https://news.vice.com/article/meet-the-men-and-women-who-help-rule-
north-korea-from-the-shadows 
316 Jang, J.-H., & Lee, P. (2014). Unknown Horror or Deliberate Indifference? A Comparative Analysis of 
Human Rights Violations in North Korea and Syria. The Asan Institute for Policy Studies. 
317 Korkmaz, K., & Rydqvist, J. (2012). The Republic of Korea: A Defence and Security Primer. Defence 
Analysis. 

Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (DPRK) 
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• Officially, the DPRK claims that their nuclear forces are solely for self-defence purposes. It 
claims that such capabilities are necessary considering the strong militaries surrounding it.318 

• The DPRK has a weakness in regard to crude oil and energy resources as a result of 
international sanctions. As such without the support of China and/or Russia, the DPRK could 
face important challenged to sustain its military.319 

 
DPRK and the East China Sea 

• The East China Sea has an economic and strategic importance for the DPRK. 

320 
 

• Yellow Sea 
o In May 2015, 130 artillery shells were launched over the Northern Limit Line into South 

Korean territory by the DPRK, confirming that they had heavily armed portions of the 
Yellow Sea.321 

• Northern Limit Line 
o The Northern Limit Line or NLL is a disputed maritime border in the Yellow Sea which 

sits off the West coast of both North and South Korea. The demarcation of the NLL came 
as the result of the 1953 Armistice Agreement in which the North and South failed to 
agree on official borders. This resulted in the temporary establishment of the NLL. The 
NLL, however, has continued to be upheld since the 1953 agreement.  

o The DPRK claims that the NLL is further south than the current border. This would then 
give them the rights over several islands which are currently controlled by South 
Korea.322 

																																																								
318 Cordesman, A. H., & Hess, A. (2013). The Evolving Military Balance in the Korean Peninsula and 
Northeast Asia. Center for Strategic International Studies. New York: Rowman and Littlefield. 
319 Yun-hyung, G., & Yong-in, Y. (2016, January 23). First draft of the UNSC sanctions would bar NK oil 
imports and mineral exports. Retrieved from The Hankyoreh: 
http://english.hani.co.kr/arti/english_edition/e_northkorea/727556.html 
320 Korkmaz, K., & Rydqvist, J. (2012). The Republic of Korea: A Defence and Security Primer. Defence 
Analysis. 
321 Shankar, S. (2015, May 14). North Korea Fires 130 Artillery Shells into Disputed Waters of Yellow Sea 
Near Border with South Korea. Retrieved from International Business Times: http://www.ibtimes.com/north-
korea-fires-130-artillery-shells-disputed-waters-yellow-sea-near-border-south-1921682 
322 Global Security. (2011). Northern Limit Line (NLL) West Sea Naval Engagements. Retrieved from Global 
Security: http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/war/nll.htm 
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Fact sheet II: The Military Demarcation Line (MDL), the 
Demilitarised Zone (DMZ) and the Northern Limit Line (NLL) 
in the West Sea 

Armistice talks held in Kaesong and later at Panmunjom led to the signing of the 
27 July 1953 armistice agreement, formally ending open hostilities on the Korean 
Peninsula. The signatories of the armistice were the chief military commanders 
from the �����������������
�������������
���������������������������������
and the commanding general of the United Nations Command (US General Mark 
W. Clark) signing for the South side. The South Korean government declined to 
participate and did not become a signatory. It would take nearly 40 years for the 
two Koreas formally to agree to abide by the armistice. This was done in the 
1991 Reconciliation Agreement.40  

	������������������������������������������������insure a complete cessation of 
hostilities and of all acts of armed force in Korea until a final peaceful settlement 

                                                 
40 See North/South Reconciliation Agreement, New York, 13 December 1991.  
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o In March 2014, North Korea fired 500 live artillery shells during live-fire drills, 100 of 
which landed within South Korean waters in the West Sea therefore crossing the NLL. 
South Korean forces responded by firing 300 rounds into the Yellow Sea. 323 

• Demilitarized Zone (DMZ) 
o In January 2016, North Korea flew a drone over the heavily guarded DMZ with South 

Korean border guards firing twenty rounds before the craft retreated. This advancement in 
the technology and its use in the DMZ suggests an overall shift the defence of the DMZ 
with remote technology playing a larger role.  

o The defensive strategy of the DPRK is one of complete and total intolerance of an 
invasion of the DMZ, if such an event occurred it would be met with a total mobilization 
of the DPRK’s forces and total war.324 

 
DPRK and the South China Sea 

• The DPRK has no stake in the South China Sea. Any diplomatic involvement in this area 
would seek to reinforce its relations with China or to work towards reunification with the 
ROK. 

• The DPRK’s silence over the South China Sea suggests either a lack of interest in the region 
due to territorial disputes of their own with the ROK or that they are still contemplating their 
position over who they think should take regional dominance in the South China Sea. 325 

 
DPRK and ROK 

• The DRPK’s longstanding objective is to reunite the two Koreas under North-Korean rule. 
This would most likely be achieved through military means. If the United States removed the 
troops stationed in South Korea, the ROK’s security would greatly suffer and it would 
potentially be vulnerable to the DPRK.326  

• In recent years, there have been increased talks between the two states with negotiations 
taking place in Seoul.327 

DPRK and China 
• The DRPK and China maintain friendly relations. However, sporadic actions by the DPRK 

have increased tensions between the two states and has demonstrated that North Korea is 
willing put this relationship at risk in order to achieve their overall objectives. In the 
meantime, China has increased its diplomatic relations with the ROK.328 

• The DPRK has used a rapprochement with the US as leverage against the PRC who opposes 
better relations between the two states. Indeed, because of the DPRK’s strategic position, 
stronger ties with the US could be leveraged in the case of a conflict. 
 

																																																								
323 Kyodo. (2014, March 31). North ready to discuss abductions again. Retrieved from The Japan Times: 
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324 North Korea Government. (1948, September 8). Constitution of the Democratic People's Republic of 
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328 Jang-yop, H. (n.d.). Testimonies of Korean Defectors. Retrieved from National Intelligence Service: 
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DPRK and US 
• The American involvement (and leadership) in the Korean War as well as their current 
military partnership with the ROK is the source of their deep rooted hatred. 
• The relationship with the US is dual in nature: it is its enemy and the object of 
manipulation (for economic or humanitarian support). The DPRK has therefore agreed to 
negotiations in order to obtain vital support, while seeking to buy time to improve their 
military and nuclear capabilities.329 

 
DPRK and Japan 

• During the Cold War, both the ROK and the DPRK were competing for international 
recognition. Although Japan maintained informal economic relations with the DPRK, they 
established formal relations with the ROK. This solidified the future relation between Japan 
and the DPRK. 330 

• Japan has highly criticized the DPRK for its abduction of 17 Japanese citizens off of its coast 
in the 1970s and 1980s.331 

• After the signature of the Agreed Framework on North Korea’s nuclear program in 1994, 
Japan helped finance the DPRK’s energy program and later supplied support during the 
1995-96 famine. Relations were soured by the DPRK’s missile test over Japanese territory. 
Dialogue resumed in 2000 with renewed support for the DPRK’s starving population. Japan 
offered a stimulus package, but negotiations eventually stalled and nothing came of the 
initiative.332 

• Both countries were member of the Six-Party Talks (China, Russia, Japan, USA and the two 
Koreas) in the mi-2000s to discuss North Korea’s nuclear ambitions. By 2007, the DPRK and 
Japan had begun establishing progress regarding compensation for Japan’s colonialization of 
Korea and the abduction of Japanese nationals. However, talks deteriorated in 2009 when the 
Six-Party Talks began to stagnate and the DPRK tested several ballistic missiles. 333 

• In the two first years of Kim Jong-un’s rule, relations between the two states were strained. 
However, secret talks have taken place between high level officials. 334 

• Currently, the longstanding issues continue to stall any potential talks/agreements between 
the two states335: 

o Japan: the abduction of Japanese nationals as well as the lack of a proper 
investigation. 

o DPRK: reparations that need to be payed as a result of the Japanese colonial.  
 
Military Capabilities336 
 
• Manpower  

o Total Population: 24,851,627� 
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o Available Manpower: 12,933,972� 
o Fit for Service: 10,066,704� 
o Active Frontline Personnel: 690,000� 
o Active Reserve Personnel: 4,500,000 

 
• Land Power � 

o Tanks: 4,200� 
o Armoured Fighting Vehicles (AFVs): 4,100� 
o Self-Propelled Guns (SPGs): 2,250� 
o Towed-Artillery: 4,300� 
o Multiple-Launch Rocket Systems (MLRSs): 2,400 

 
• Air Power� 

o Total Aircraft: 940� 
o Fighters/Interceptors: 458� 
o Fixed-Wing Attack Aircraft: 516� 
o Transport Aircraft: 99� 
o Trainer Aircraft: 165� 
o Helicopters: 202� 
o Attack Helicopters: 20 

 
• Naval Power 

o Total Naval Strength: 1,061� 
o Aircraft Carriers: 0� 
o Frigates: 4� 
o Mainly imported from Russia and becoming increasingly outdated. 
o Destroyers: 0�Corvettes: 2� 
o Submarines: 70� 
o Coastal Defence Craft: 375� 
o Mine Warfare: 23 

• Resources (Petroleum)  
o Oil Production: 120 bbl/day� 
o Oil Consumption: 15,000 bbl/day 
o Proven Oil Reserves: 0 bbl/day 

 
• Logistical 

o Labour Force: 12,600,000� 
o Merchant Marine Strength: 158 
o Major Ports and Terminals: 8� 
o Roadway Coverage: 25,554� 
o Railway Coverage: 5,242� 
o Serviceable Airports: 82 

 
• Nuclear Capabilities 



	120	

o The DPRK possesses up to 20 nuclear warheads capable of being loaded onto short and 
medium range missiles. As of late 2015/early 2016, North Korea announced it had acquired 
hydrogen weapon capabilities with the country reporting a successful test launch.337 

 
• Asymmetric capabilities 

o The DPRK possesses an asymmetric military strategy. It therefore seeks to develop certain 
capabilities that enable then to compensate for their general weakness in comparison to its 
potential opponents. The country has therefore focused on developing self-propelled artillery, 
multiple rocket launchers, and ballistic missiles. It goes without saying that this includes their 
nuclear and chemical weapons. They have maintained their emphasis on Special Forces, 
which are trained for infiltration missions into South Korea.338 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
337 Cordesman, A. H., & Hess, A. (2013). The Evolving Military Balance in the Korean Peninsula and 
Northeast Asia. Center for Strategic International Studies. New York: Rowman and Littlefield. 
338 Ibid 
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Kim Jong-un  
First Chairman of the National Defence Commission (NDC) 
 
 
 
Background 
Article 100 of the DPRK’s Constitution established the National 
Defence Commission Chair as “the supreme leader of the DPRK.” 
Article 103 established that, as the Chairman, he is responsible to: 

1. Guide overall affairs of the state. 
2. Directly guide the work of the NDC. 
3. Appoint or dismiss important cadres of the national defence 
sector. 
4. Ratify or abrogate significant treaties concluded with other countries. 
5. Exercise the right to grant special pardons. 
6. Declare a state of emergency and state of war in the country, and issue orders for mobilization. 

 
Responsibilities 
As the First Chairman of the National Defence Commission, Kim Jong un is responsible for the 
elements put forward in Article 109339:  

1. Establish important policies of the state for carrying out the military-first revolutionary line. 
2. Guide the overall armed forces and defence-building work of the state. 
3. Supervise the status of executing the orders of the chairman of the DPRK NDC and the 
decisions and directives of the NDC, and establish relevant measures. 
4. Rescind the decisions and directives of state organs that run counter to the orders of the 
chairman of the DPRK NDC and to the decisions and directives of the NDC. 
5. Establish or abolish central organs of the national defence sector. 
6. Institute military titles and confer military titles above the general-grade officer rank. 

 
Traits 
Kim Jong-un’s prioritises are his personal and national prestige and the reunification of the two 
Koreans. The remaining traits are left up to the player to decide.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
339 North Korea Leadership Watch. (2012, February 2). National Defence Commission. Retrieved December 
3, 2015, from https://nkleadershipwatch.wordpress.com/dprk-security-apparatus/national-defence-
commission/ 
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Hwang Pyong-so  
Vice Chairman of North Korea’s National Defence 
Commission 

 
 
 
 
 

Background 
Hwang is currently number two to Kim Jong-un. He 
assumed this position after being promoted to the directorship of the Korean People’s Army General 
Political Bureau in spring 2014. That same year, he also assumed the position of Vice Chairman of 
North Korea’s National Defence Commission. 340 
He has served as an international delegate to China and South Korea. 
 
Responsibilities  
He is responsible for “the political management (personnel decisions, surveillance, patronage) of the 
DPRK’s conventional military forces as well as its political education and cultural activities.”341 As a 
Chairman of the National Defence Commission he participates in the shared responsibilities put 
forward in Article 109342:  

1. Establish important policies of the state for carrying out the military-first revolutionary line. 
2. Guide the overall armed forces and defence-building work of the state. 
3. Supervise the status of executing the orders of the chairman of the DPRK NDC and the 
decisions and directives of the NDC, and establish relevant measures. 
4. Rescind the decisions and directives of state organs that run counter to the orders of the 
chairman of the DPRK NDC and to the decisions and directives of the NDC. 
5. Establish or abolish central organs of the national defence sector. 
6. Institute military titles and confer military titles above the general-grade officer rank. 

 
Traits 
His confidence grew as he rose through the ranks to his current position. In turn, this has allowed 
him to fully assume his position of second in command, something which was not previously 
allowed in the DPRK. With this comes an increasing capability to make decisions on behalf of the 
DPRK. 343 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

																																																								
340 Panda, Ankit. The Diplomat. April 14, 2015. http://thediplomat.com/2015/04/north-koreas-foreign-
minister-makes-rare-visit-to-india/ (accessed December 7, 2015). 
341 Ibid. 
342 North Korea Leadership Watch. North Korea Leadership Watch.. February 2, 2012. 
https://nkleadershipwatch.wordpress.com/dprk-security-apparatus/national-defence-commission/ (accessed 
December 3, 2015). 
343 NewFocus. NewFocus. October 4, 2014. http://newfocusintl.com/hwang-pyong-breaches-supreme-leaders-
authority/ (accessed December 3, 2015). 
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Kim Yo Jong  
Head of propaganda at the Publicity and Information 
Department344 

 
 

Background 
She is the younger sister of Kim Jong-un. They grew very close 
after living together in Berne, Switzerland, isolated from their 
family. They also shared the pains of losing their mother and 
father and seeing members of their family defect from the 
DPRK in the 1990s. As such, she is the only family member, 
apart from Kim Jong-un’s wife, to have close ties and to be one 
of his advisors. 
 
Responsibilities: She is responsible for the personal security of her brother during formal visits, as 
well as manage his schedule. As such, she has control over who is allowed to speak to the Dear 
Leader. As the head of North Korean propaganda, she also has control over how events and policies 
are presented in the state media and can therefore exert important influence and control over 
perceptions inside the DPRK. Since taking on this role, she is responsible for Pyongyang’s increased 
response time to major events (from two to three days to 24 hours). 
 
Traits: At only 27 years old, she is becoming an important figure in the North Korean leadership. As 
such, she must compete with older members and prove her worth. Although she possesses the 
advantage of being part of the Kim family, she must demonstrate her capabilities to gain the respect 
of others.  
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
344 Madden, Michael. 38 North. August 14, 2015. http://38north.org/2015/08/mmadden081415/ (accessed 
December 4, 2015). 
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Ri Su-yong  
Minister of Foreign Affairs 
 
 
 
Backrgound 
Ri conducted official visits to Laos, Vietnam, Myanmar, 
Indonesia and Singapore in 2014 and to India in 2015 with the 
objective of strengthening economic ties. These visits have 
been seen in South Korea as a means to come out of 
international isolation.345 
Ri was a delegate to ASEAN and to the UN346: 

o Spoke out regarding the US troops stationed in South Korea and their use of the UN 
insignia; 

o In his speech he said: “The DPRK is strongly convinced that the urgent replacement of 
the armistice agreement with a peace treaty is the way to ensure peace and security on the 
Korean peninsula and redress the abnormal relations between the DPRK and the UN.”347 

 
Responsibilities 
He is responsible for diplomatic talks and international meetings. In the role of Minister of foreign 
affairs, Ri’s objective is to bring the DPRK out of diplomatic isolation and increase its economic 
exchanges.348 
 
Traits 
Because of his role as Kim Jong-un’s guardian of during his studies Switzerland, he has become a 
fatherly figure to the current leader. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

																																																								
345 Keck, Zachary. The Diplomat. August 5, 2014. http://thediplomat.com/2014/08/why-north-korea-is-
courting-asean/ (accessed December 7, 2015). 
346 Panda, Ankit. The Diplomat. April 14, 2015. http://thediplomat.com/2015/04/north-koreas-foreign-
minister-makes-rare-visit-to-india/ (accessed December 7, 2015). 
347 Yong, Ri Su. The 4th Media. October 3, 2015. http://www.4thmedia.org/2015/10/a-un-statement-by-h-e-
mr-ri-su-yong-minister-for-foreign-affairs-of-dprkorea/ (accessed December 7, 2015). 
348 Pollman, Mina. The Diplomat. January 31, 2015. http://thediplomat.com/2015/01/north-koreas-own-pivot-
to-asean/ (accessed December 7, 2015). 
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Gen. O Kuk-ryol  
Vice Chairman of North Korea’s National Defence 
Commission349 
 
 
 
 
Background  
He is responsible for intelligence training and operations in East 
Asia. As the creator of the Mirim Electronic Warfare Institute, he 
also overseas North Korea’s cyber capabilities. 
He was sent for re-education in 1988 because of political and 
personal disagreements with the then-Minister of the People’s 
Armed Forces. 
He was part of a group that plotted against the late Kim Il Sung in 1991, but he denounced his co-
conspirators. As a result, he became one of Kim Jung il most trusted advisors.350  
He has held the position of Vice-Chairman since 2009. 
 
Responsibilities 
He oversees intelligence management and advises on military strategy and electronic warfare.  
 
Traits 
He is a well-respected military commander known for his innovative thinking.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
349 Ibid. 
350 Ryall, Julian. "North Korea's Kim dynasty survived 'series of coups', says CIA agent." The Telegraph, May 
2015. 
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I-General UNSC brief:  
The UN security council is one of the six principal organs of the United Nations. It was created after 
the second world war as an executive power with the main objective to maintain the peace and 
security of the international community. The council membership is limited to 15 states that are 
divided into 2 categories: the permanent members and the voted members. The 5 permanent 
members (that represent the victors of WW2: People’s Republic of China, Russian Federation, 
United Kingdom, France and the United States of America), have the veto power to block any 
resolution that is proposed by the council. The second category is composed of the non-permanent 
members, also known as the voted members (since they are elected by the general assembly on a 
regional basis to serve a 2-year term). The decisions of the council require 9 affirmative votes 
(including all of the votes of the 5 permanent members) and thus permit the UN to respond to acts of 
aggression and security threats by giving them the authorisation to restore peace by either forcing 
negotiations, launching an intervention, imposing international sanctions or authorize the use of 
military forces. The council also recommends the appointment of the UN secretary general and the 
election of judges for the International Court of Justice. By acting as such, the UNSC acts under the 
name of the UN and its decisions are binding upon all states, meaning that all decisions or actions 
that are undertaken by them are to be considered as ultimate and are done in order to maintain peace 
and prosperity in the international community.  
 
II-UNSC specific context on the China Sea issue:  
The UN Security Council did not produce any resolution on the matter of territorial disputes in the 
East or South China Sea after 2012, suggesting the Council is paralyzed by either Chinese or 
American vetoes or threat of its use. China also refused to recognize in October 2015 the jurisdiction 
of the Permanent Court of Arbitration on a case brought by the Philippines on the South China Sea 
islands dispute, calling any of its conclusion « null and void » and a wrongful use of the Convention 
on the Laws of the Sea. China declared it will further reject any similar unilateral move, but will 
welcome negotiations and consultations. 
 
Some recent initiatives, such as the agreement of 21 nations on the Code for Unplanned Encounters 
at Sea (CUES) in 2014, has shown there is a willingness to reduce the risk of unforeseen incidents. A 
similar agreement was signed between China and the US on the matter of aerial encounters. 
However, the instruments, in order to be effective, would need to be agreed by all regional parties 
and, at best, legally binding. This is currently not the case. 
 
At the same time, the flaws in the current instruments are getting serious. Taiwan, a growing 
substantial player in South China Sea disputes (Tai-Ping Island) is excluded from the 2002 
Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea. A revamping of the Declaration is 
under discussion, but it is unlikely to end in a formal agreement in the near-future, especially since 
the DPP (Democratic Progressive Party, centre-left), the main Taiwanese pro-independence party, 
has recently won the presidential election. 
 
Direct talks between China and the US have not been more fruitful. The State-visit of President Xi 
Jinping in the US in 2015 did not seem to ease the matter of territorial disputes and freedom of 
navigation, with the two parties standing firmly on their respective ground. Even more, the US has 

United Nations Security Council (UNSC) 
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strengthened its « Freedom of Navigation » policy toward Chinese artificial islands by sending 
military vessels on patrol within 12 nautical miles of the islands, their « would-be territorial waters ». 
China expressed its strong discontent with the move. 
 
 
III-Means of action of the Council: 
The United Nations Security Council is the primary international institution tasked with maintaining 
international peace and security. When a crisis emerges, primary responsibility, at least as far as 
international institutions are concerned, falls upon the Security Council. 
When a crisis arises it is typically important that the international community respond quickly. The 
Security Council often meets to address crises immediately after their occurrence or as they unfold. 
For example, the Security Council met 12 September 2011, just 24 hours after the 9/11 attacks on the 
US and numerous times during the conflict in Libya (2012 onwards) to respond. 
The Security Council has a broad range of actions it can consider albeit limited by the international 
treaties that form the basis for its formation. As the primary representative of the international 
community on matters of peace and security, public proclamations by the Security Council can have 
considerable impact as events unfold. If the Security Council expresses a common position on a 
crisis, it is typically considered to represent the international community and going against it often 
comes with significant repercussions in diplomatic terms and beyond. 
 
The real power of the Security Council, however, lies in Chapters VI and VII of the United Nations 
Charter.  These chapters empower the Security Council to intervene in international conflict with the 
aim of promoting peace. 
 
Chapter VI deals with the Pacific Settlement of Dispute. This concerns conflicts that have not 
escalated to a point of war. The aim Chapter VI intervention by the United Nations is to prevent the 
outbreak of violence. The essential idea of Chapter VI intervention is that the Security Council is 
supposed to act as arbiter between states where conflict occurs and is tasked with proposing solutions 
to the conflict that would prevent the outbreak of violence. Chapter VI can be invoked to implement 
essentially any measures short of the use of force including the use of economic sanctions. 
 
Chapter VII involves the Security Council legitimising the use of force. This is envisaged to be used 
after the failure of Chapter VI measures. However, events in a crisis often overtake concerns as to 
best practices in conflict scenarios. Chapter VII gives the Security Council the power to approve or 
call for the international use of force to intervene in a conflict to bring about a resolution that is 
conducive to the global peace. 
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PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
PERMANENT MEMBER WITH VETO POWER 

 
Name: JIEYI, Liu 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    

Ø Born December, 1957, in Beijing, People’s Republic of 
China 

 
Ø Alumnus of Beijing Foreign Studies University (1987) 

 
Ø Member of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of 

China   from 2009 to 2013 
 

Ø Liu worked his way up the ranks through long service in the Ministry  of Foreign Affairs 
 
 
Academics and Education  
Liu was born and raised in Beijing, People’s Republic of China. He was educated at the Beijing 
University of Foreign Studies from 1981 to 1987 from where he holds a Master Degree. This 
university was formerly known as the Beijing Institute of Foreign Languages. 
 
Professional Accomplishments  
From the late 1970s until graduating from the Beijing University of Foreign Studies, Liu worked as a 
teacher and translator including a long stint as an interpreter for the United Nations in Geneva. In 
1987 he would join the Chinese Foreign Ministry as a Third Secretary and from there work his way 
up the ranks to the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party, the most powerful body in 
the land, and then to head the Chinese Permanent Representation to the UN. While serving in the 
Foreign Ministry Liu held a number of posts including a period as Counselor to the Permanent 
Representation itself. While on the Central Committee of the Chinese Communist Party, a role filled 
by Liu from 2009 until 2013, Liu functioned as Vice Minister for the International Department.  
 
Political Inclinations and Policies  
Liu’s background is typical for China’s meritocratic approach to public service. Liu’s whole career, 
ever since graduation, has been within the Communist Party system and narrowly within the Foreign 
Affairs Ministry. This system breeds competence and loyalty but few can climb the ladder by 
challenging perceived wisdoms and orthodoxies. It is notable that Liu’s appointment as Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations coincides with Xi Jinping’s ascension to the Chinese 
Premiership. Ambassador the UN is not exactly a promotion from the Central Committee and while 
there have been exceptions, appointment as Chinese Permanent Ambassador tends to mark the end of 
a distinguished career in public service rather than the beginning of a new chapter.  
 
Personality Profile: Reserved, Calculated, Dogmatic 
 
Chinese diplomacy at the UN is fairly hard-nosed. Liu will be briefed in detail as to the position 
taken by Beijing and will have very little leeway for negotiation. Liu’s actions within the UN will 
likely be focused on keeping the international community out of China’s way. For Beijing 
sovereignty is paramount and interference in her affairs by outsiders is to be avoided. 
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FRANCE 
PERMANENT MEMBER WITH VETO POWER 
 
Name: DELATTRE, Francois 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born November 15th, 1963 in France 

 
Ø Alumnus of public administration schools Sciences Po and ENA 
 
Ø A career diplomat, specialist of international security matters 
 
Ø A strong advocate of economic diplomacy 
 
Academics and Education  
Before joining the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, F. Delattre studied political science at Sciences Po, 
Paris (France) and went on with a degree in international law from ENA (Ecole Nationale 
d’Administration, Paris, France) the elite school for future civil servants. He authored a number of 
articles for think-tanks and public policy institutes, including the Carnegie Council for Ethics in 
International Affairs351. 
 
Professional Accomplishments352  
At the age of 26, in 1989, F. Delattre joins the French embassy in Bonn, Germany. At this time, he 
principally deals with issues related to the environment, along with the integration of the German 
economy. Back in France, he joins for a couple of years the Directorate for Strategic Affairs and 
Disarmament (1991-1993). F. Delattre is then promoted to cabinet level and takes the lead of 
European and Transatlantic Security and Defence issues for President Chirac. He comes back to the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs shortly after, where he will have to deal with the Bosnian crisis with 
Secretary Alain Juppe.  
 
From 1998 to 2004, he alternates senior positions in Washington DC (Director of the Press 
Communications) and Paris (Deputy Director of the Foreign Minister’s Office). In 2004 he becomes 
Consul General in New York City, before being appointed Ambassador to Canada in 2008. Back in 
the United States of America in 2011 as Ambassador, he will then head the Permanent Mission of 
France to the United Nations in 2014. 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
F. Delattre joined the foreign affairs as a civil servant early on, and thus always took great care at not 
showing any heavy weighted political inclination. However, his early career in Germany had a 
lasting impact on his views of economics in international relations and for the promotion of human 
rights. In short, one could describe him as a moderate liberal. 
Based on his career history and operational experience, F. Delattre would take time to assess the 
situation and the big picture before making any decision. Lead by strong principles, he is also aware 
of the harsh nature of wars. He would strive to understand the interests and motivations of both his 
opponents and allies, and believes in the conjunction of both economic diplomacy and international 
norms. He has a long-term vision and patience but knows to respond quickly if a crisis arises. 
 
Personality Profile: Cautious, Conciliatory, Balanced, Principle-driven. 

																																																								
351 For the article, see http://www.carnegiecouncil.org/studio/multimedia/20070627/index.html 
352 http://www.franceonu.org/Francois-Delattre-8617 
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UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND 
NORTHERN IRELAND 
PERMANENT MEMBER WITH VETO POWER 
 
Name: RYCROFT, Matthew 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born June 16th, 1968 in Southampton, UK 

 
Ø Alumnus of Merton College, Oxford (Mathematics          

  and Philosophy) 
 
Ø A career diplomat, specialist of Bosnia 
 
Ø Best known for his leaked memo critical of George W. Bush’s policy toward Iraq 
 
 
Academics and Education  
M. Rycroft studied Mathematics and Philosophy at Merton College, University of Oxford (UK). He 
joined the Foreign and Commonwealth Office (FCO) right after graduating. He speaks French and 
Bosnian. 
 
Professional Training and Accomplishments353  
M. Rycroft joins the FCO at the age of 21, in 1989. He is trained at the United Nations in Geneva 
and at Whitehall, the central administration. He then stays briefly at the British embassy in Paris 
before coming back to the FCO where he will head the Eastern Adriatic Political Unit (1995-1996) 
shortly after the Yugoslav Wars. He will at this occasion join the British delegation at the Dayton 
Peace Conference.  
 
After a couple of years as a policy planner for trans-Atlantic issues, he serves at the British embassy 
in the United States (1998-2002). From 2002 to 2005, he is in charge as Private Secretary of briefing 
Prime Minister Tony Blair on foreign policy and defence matters, and receives the honours and title 
of Commander of the British Empire (CBE). He comes back to Eastern Europe as Ambassador to 
Bosnia and Herzegovina (2005-2008), and becomes respectively in 2008 and 2011 the FCO Europe 
Director and Chief Operating Officer. He is appointed Permanent Representative to the United 
Nations in April 2015. 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
 
M. Rycroft is best known for his analysis of the United States campaign against Irak, and specifically 
his highlighting of the contradictions of the Bush administration on the matter354. He is thus well-
aware of rogue political moves and will not let himself be tricked. He is also a public advocate of the 
LGBT community. From both his personal views and professional experience, especially in Bosnia, 
he possesses a strong and genuine belief that peace and security must be achieved through the 
defence of democracy and human rights.355 
 
Personality Traits: Optimist, Determined, Spontaneous, Principle-driven.  

																																																								
353 https://www.gov.uk/government/people/matthew-rycroft 
354 http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/uk_politics/vote_2005/frontpage/4503061.stm 
355http://www.slate.com/blogs/outward/2015/07/28/britain_s_u_n_ambassador_development_goals_won_t_be
_met_unless_lgbt_rights.html 
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RUSSIAN FEDERATION 
PERMANENT MEMBER WITH VETO POWER 
      
Name: CHURKIN, Vitaly 
 
Background detail and Professional Highlights 
 
Ø Born 21st February 1952, in Moscow, Soviet Union 

 
Ø Alumnus of the Moscow State Institute of International            

 Relations and the Diplomatic Academy of the Ministry of      
  Foreign Affairs of the Soviet Union 

 
Ø A career diplomat, focusing on Foreign Affairs 
 
Ø Known for being a stern but respectful figure 
 
 
Academics and Education 
Before starting his career as a diplomat, Churkin first became known as a young boy playing in 
multiple Soviet-era movies such as “Сердце матери” (A Mother’s Heart). After abandoning his 
artistic career to study languages, he graduated from the Moscow State Institute of International 
relations in 1974 and acquired his PhD at the Diplomatic Academy of Ministry of Foreign Affairs of 
the Soviet Union in 1981. 
 
Professional Accomplishments 
After having earned his PhD, Mr. Churkin became Director of the Information Department of the 
Ministry of Foreign affairs of the Soviet Union (and the Russian Federation). He was also used as a 
spokesman and most notably testified before the U.S Congress on the Chernobyl incident in 1986 
where he earned respect and admiration from the West. From 1992 to 1994, he became Deputy 
Foreign Minister of the Russian Federation. From 1994 to 2003 he served as an ambassador in 
Belgium (1994-1998) and Canada (1998-2003). From 2003 to 2006, he was the Ambassador-at-
Large of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs while also becoming a chairman of the Senior Officials of 
the Artic councils. As of the 1st of May 2006, he is the Permanent Representative to the United 
Nations.  
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
Vitaly Ivanovich Churkin can best be described as a man of experience, since his diplomatic career 
has spanned for more than 30 years. He is capable of speaking multiple languages and is known as a 
rather charming character when addressing himself towards foreign countries. Yet it is important to 
note that he is fully capable of voicing Russia’s opinions and criticisms even if it might offend those 
involved, as seen when he vetoed against the condemnation of the Srebrenica massacre or described 
Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili as mentally unfit356. 
 
Personality Profile: Confident, Charismatic, Capable, Strong-willed  
 
 
 
 
 
 
																																																								
356 (1) http://www.rferl.org/content/russia-churkin-saakashvili-mental/25118278.html 



	132	

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
PERMANENT MEMBER WITH VETO POWER 

 
Name: POWER, Samantha 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born September 21st, 1970, in Dublin, Ireland 

 
Ø Alumnus of Yale University and Harvard Law School 
 
Ø Executive Director of the Carr Center for Human 

  Rights Policy at Harvard University 
 
Ø Won the Pulitzer Prize for “A Problem from Hell”: America and the Age of Genocide 
 
Academics and Education  
Power was raised in Ireland until the age of nine, receiving her primary education in the prestigious 
Mt Anville school in Dublin. After graduating from Lakeside High School in Atlanta, Georgia she 
received a BA from Yale University a JD from the Harvard School of Law. Power is a scholar of US 
foreign policy and human rights with the issue of genocide being top of her agenda. She was the 
founding Executive Director of the Carr Center for Human Rights at Harvard. 
 
Professional Accomplishments  
In 2004 Time Magazine listed Power amongst their 100 most influential persons of the year. She 
began working with Barack Obama, then junior Senator for Illinois, in 2005 as a foreign policy 
fellow. She would later work as a Senior Advisor to the Obama campaign in his successful bid for 
President in 2008. However, she would be forced to resign from the campaign after labelling 
Obama’s rival for the Democratic nomination a “monster”. She has written extensively for a number 
of publications including Time Magazine and won the Pulitzer Prize for her book on genocide: “A 
Problem from Hell”: American and the Age of Genocide”.  
 
Political Inclinations and Policies  
Power’s background in academia marks her as somewhat of an outsider in Washington politics, so 
dominated by career politicians. Nonetheless, Power is a key element in President Obama’s foreign 
policy team and as one of his longest standing allies, the President relies heavily on her loyal 
counsel. Power’s whole career, from academia to politics, has been marked by her fervent belief in 
the primacy of human rights. She is particularly vocal of the need to the US to take action to prevent 
the repetition of the genocides that was sadly too prevalent during the 1990s. This interventionist 
tendency, where large numbers of human lives are at stake, can place her at odds with her 
Commander-in-Chief whose instincts err heavily on the side of laissez-faire foreign policy. This was 
particularly notable regarding the White House decision not to respond to Syrian President Assad’s 
use of chemical weapons on his citizens after such an action being labelled a “red line issue” by 
Obama. Power was one of the Obama administrations most ardent internal critics over this policy. 
Nonetheless, Power continues to serve her long-time patron Obama loyally and ably in the United 
Nations.  
 
Personality Profile: Loyal, Intellectual, Passionate, Combative  
Power’s passion for her beliefs is rooted in a deep conviction in her principles. She is loath to give 
up ground on any issue she believes in and is willing to back up her principles with action. She 
firmly believes in the need for the US to play a positive role in the world. The loyalty of one of 
Obama’s longest serving associates to the cause of his administration should not be underestimated. 
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ANGOLA 
ELECTED MEMBER 

 
 

Name: MARTINS, Ismael Gaspar 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born 12th January 1940 

 
Ø Studied Economics in Lycoming University, US; 

 University of Mannheim, Germany; and 
University of  Oxford, UK 

 
Ø Executive Director of the African Development Bank  (1989-1995) 
 
Ø Martins’ career has been dedicated to the economic  development of his home continent. A 

prominent  member of Angolan President Neto’s administration 
 
Academics and Education  
Martins received a Bachelor’s Degree in economics from Lycoming University, Pennsylvania in the 
United States of American. He would later studied economics and economic development as a 
postgraduate level at the University of Mannheim, Germany and the University of Oxford, UK. 
Martins worked for a period with the United Nations Research Institute for Social Development as a 
research officer and on African economic integration with the United Nations Conference on Trade 
and Development.  
 
Professional Accomplishments  
Martins has had a long and distinguished career working on African economic development. He was 
a prominent figure in the administration of Angola’s first President, Agostinho Neto serving as 
Minister for External Trade from 1982-7. From 1989-95 Martins served as Executive Director of the 
African Development Bank. Since then he was worked with the World Economic Forum and runs 
his own business consultancy. Since 2001 Martins has been the Angolan Representative to the 
United Nations. 
 
Political Inclinations and Policies  
Martins’ career has been African-focused, based on integrating Angola and her neighbours 
successfully into the international market system. The pursuit of economic development has 
underpinned his long and distinguished service to his country and his continent. His appointment as 
Representative to the United Nations represents a prestigious move away from the limelight of 
Angolan politics.  
 
Personality Profile: Determined, Erudite 
Events in East Asia are far removed from an Angola that continues to struggle with deeply 
embedded economic and security issues. Martins’ economic focus will render him particularly 
sensitive to any developments that might impact international trade in such a way as to damage his 
country. It should be noted that the Angolan-Chinese has grown ever closer in recent years. Angola 
is a central component of China’s Africa strategy, being China’s second largest trading partner on 
the continent.  
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ARAB REPUBLIC OF EGYPT 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: ABOULATTA, Amr Abdel Latif 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born November 10th, 1957 in Giza, Egypt 

 
Ø Alumnus of Cairo University (Commerce, 1980) and French 

public   administration school ENA (1984) 
 
Ø A career diplomat with extensive experience in multilateral 

relations 
 
Ø A strong advocate of multilateral and regional diplomacy 
 
Academics and Education  
Before joining the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, A. Aboulatta studied commerce at Cairo University 
(Egypt, 1980) and went on with a degree in international law from ENA (Ecole Nationale 
d’Administration, Paris, France) the elite school for future civil servants, as a foreign young servant. 
He thus speaks French fluently and possesses an in-depth knowledge of French culture and political 
stands. 
 
Professional Accomplishments357  
A. Aboulatta joins the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Egypt in 1981 and works in a number of 
department, in parallel with his studies in France. In 1987 he is appointed Second Secretary of the 
Egyptian embassy in Paris, France. In 1991 he is promoted as First Secretary to the Cabinet of the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs. His first transatlantic appointment leads him to Washington DC (1994-
1999). He then heads the Department of United-States and Canadian Affairs at the central 
administration in Cairo in 1994.  
Back in the United States in 2002, he will assume the role of Deputy Permanent Representative of 
Egypt to the United Nations for four years, before going back again in Egypt, this time to advise the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs on international and United Nations affairs (2008-2008). His stay in 
Cairo will be short, as his careers shifts to the Middle-East.  
Ambassador to Jordan from 2008 to 2012, he will then become Deputy Foreign Minister and 
Permanent Representative of Egypt at the Arab League (2012-2013). After a year as head of the 
Diplomatic Personnel in Cairo, he is appointed Permanent Representative to the United Nations. 
  
Political Inclinations and Personality 
A. Aboulatta possesses an extensive experience of multilateral relations, especially in the Middle-
East. He is thus likely to promote regional arrangements and talks in case tensions would arise in the 
China Sea. Moreover, he strongly believes in the role of international law in promoting respectful 
State behavior, peace and security, since he has personal ties with the Legal Counsel of the United 
Nations358. 
In case of a show-down between China and the US, Egypt would very probably side with the United 
States, given the historically strong relations between the two countries. 
Personality Traits: Confident, Cooperative, Disciplined, Pragmatic.  

																																																								
357 
http://www.mfa.gov.eg/English/Embassies/egyptian_embassy_NewYork/Ambassador/Pages/Biography.aspx 
358 http://legal.un.org/ola/lc-egypt-2015.aspx 
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JAPAN 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
 
Name: YOSHIKAWA, Motohide 
 
Background Detail and professional highlights 
 
Ø Born in Nara, Japan, 1951 
 
Ø Alumnus of the International Christian University of Tokyo, 

 Universidad de Valladolid and the Escuela Diplomatica 
 
Ø A career diplomat, specialises in Hispanic countries 
 
Ø Is a strong advocate of multilateral and regional diplomacy 

 
Academics and Education 
Yoshikawa, graduated with a degree in Social Sciences from the International Christian University in 
Tokyo (1) in 1974 and joined the Ministry of Foreign Affairs that same year. After having finished 
his studies at the Unidersidad de Valladolid and the Escuela Diplomatica. 
 
Professional accomplishments359 
After having finished his studies in Spain he served in the Embassy of Japan in Argentina and 
returned in Japan in 1980 to serve at the Latin American Bureau, the Personnel Division and the 
Grant Aid Division of the Economic Cooperation Bureau at the ministry of Foreign Affairs. After 
fulfilling multiple roles for his country, he served as Minister at the Japanese Embassy in Thailand 
(1995-1997) and then became Ambassador for Political Affairs at the Japanese Mission to the United 
Nations New-York.  
During his stay in the U.S he became Vice-Chair of the Special Committee on Peace Keeping 
Operations of the General Assembly. After earning more and more important roles under his belt and 
serving as Ambassador to Spain (2006-2009). Right before becoming the Permanent Representative 
of Japan to the United Nations in 2013, he served as the Chair of the Executive Committee at the 
OECD for a little less than 3 years. 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
A calm and composed figure is the best way to describe Motohide Yoshikawa, his long and 
prestigious career speaks for itself. Yet, Mr. Yoshikawa is not known for being a particularly 
noticeable figure in the diplomatic world yet his awards and credentials say otherwise. He strongly. 
As a diplomat, Mr. Yoshikawa does not openly show his political inclinations. 
 
Personality Profile: Calm, Dedicated, Cooperative, Intellectual 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
359 (1) http://www.un.emb-japan.go.jp/aboutus/ambassadors.html 
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MALAYSIA 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: Dato’ BIN IBRAHIM, Ramlan 
 
Background Detail and professional highlights 
 
Ø Born the 6th of January 1957 
 
Ø Alumnus of the University Kebangsaan Malaysia and 

Webster  University USA 
 
Ø A career diplomat with good all-round experience 
 
Ø A strong advocate of bilateral relations 
 
 
Professional Accomplishments 
It is near the early beginnings of the 1980’s that Bin Ibrahim’s diplomatic career begins, with him 
being appointed to the Administrative and Diplomatic Service of Malaysia as Assistant Director at 
the Public Service Department in 1983. After having completed his post, he acts as an assistant 
secretary in the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (1986-88), then 2nd secretary in the Malaysian embassy 
in located in Indonesia (1988-90) and at last becomes 1st secretary in the Malaysian embassy.  
 
He first becomes Ambassador in 2004, at the Malaysian Embassy to Bosnia Herzegovina in 2004 
and in 2009 served as the Ambassador to the Republic of Korea. During the 2013-2015 period, he 
became Deputy Secretary General of the Department of Bilateral Affairs (Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs) and in April 2015, Bin Ibrahim became appointed as the Permanent Representative of 
Malaysia, chairman in the UNSC working on Children and Armed Conflict and chairman of the 
UNSC Libya Sanctions Committee.360 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
While Bin Ibrahim will strongly agree with any decisions concerning a bilateral relation with 
Malaysia it is also important to note that he is a passionate man that he is a Chairman of the UNSC 
concerning children in armed conflict, showing that he clearly is an advocate of peace growth and 
prosperity for the world. 
 
Personality Profile: Peaceful, Calm, Cooperative, Level-headed 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
																																																								
360 (1) https://www.un.int/malaysia/sites/www.un.int/files/Malaysia/PR-BIO/cv_dato_ramlan_ibrahim.pdf 
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NEW-ZEALAND 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: VAN BOHEMEN, Gerard 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born November 10th, 1957 in Giza, Egypt 

 
Ø Alumnus of the University of Wellington (LLB) 
 
Ø A career diplomat and distinguished lawyer  

 
Ø An advocate of strong wildlife protection policies,     

 fiercely opposed to the use of the veto, in line with the historical position of his country 
 
Academics and Education  
G. Van Bohemen graduated from Victoria University of Wellington with two successive 
undergraduate degrees: a Bachelor of Arts in English, and a Bachelor of Laws with Honours. He is 
thus proficient public speaking and masters the arts of persuasion. 
 
Professional Accomplishments361  
G. Van Bohemen built a high-level career in the private sector before turning to public service, and 
sometimes combining both. He was inter alia a Senior Solicitor at Russell McVeagh's Auckland 
offices for two years, then a partner for eight years at Buddle Findlay's Auckland offices and at Chen 
Palmer & Partners in Wellington, until 2010. In these positions, he mainly worked on environmental 
and resource management issues. As highlights of his private practice career, it is notable that he 
appeared in the Environment Court, High Court, Court of Appeal, and twice in the Privy Council in 
London. 
He joined the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 2005 as Director of the Legal Division.  
As New Zealand's Special Representative for Afghanistan and Pakistan, he acquired a significant 
experience of security issues. But his area of expertise really is litigation.  He notably led the 
presentation of New Zealand's claim to an extended continental shelf, which resulted in the adoption 
of the Convention on the Conservation and Management of High Seas Fishery Resources of the 
South Pacific Ocean, was the New Zealand negotiator in the reform process at the International 
Whaling Commission (IWC) and has been New Zealand's Commissioner to the IWC since 2011.  
Before leaving for New-York, Van Bohemen oversaw a number of services at the central 
administration of the Foreign Ministry: Consular Division, Environment Division, International 
Security and Disarmament Division, Legal Division, and United Nations, Human Rights & 
Commonwealth Division. 
He is however not new to the work of the Security Council, having served twice at the Permanent 
Mission, including as Deputy Permanent Representative.  
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
Strongly in favour of conciliation and multilateralism, G. Van Bohemen will always do his best to 
find a common ground. In line with the position of his country and with his convincing skills, he will 
however oppose and criticize fiercely any unilateral use of the veto by any of the Permanent 
Members362. Indeed, he believes small states and emerging economies should be given more space 
and a stronger voice on matters of international security.  
Personality Traits: Confident, Persuasive, Hard-working, Adaptable.  
																																																								
361 http://nzunsc.govt.nz/permanent-representative.php 
362 http://nzunsc.govt.nz/our-approach.php 
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SENEGAL 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: SECK, Fode 
 
Background Details and Professional Highlights 
 
Ø  A career diplomat that has served his country since 1978 

 
Ø  A strong advocate of multilateral and bilateral diplomacy  

 
Ø Has participated in numerous development summits 
 
  
Academics and Education 
Holder of Masters of Arts of the Dakar University (1974) and a Brevet de l’ENAM (National School 
of Public Administration of Senegal) in 1976, Ambassador Seck joined the Foreign Ministry, starting 
at the Department of Economic and Technical Affairs. 
 
Professional Accomplishments 
Currently the Permanent Representative of Senegal to the United Nations in Geneva, Ambassador 
Fodé Seck, a carrier diplomat, has also served as the Ambassador of Senegal in Brazil from 2007 to 
2010, after being Chargé d’Affaires ad interim at the embassy of Senegal in Riyad, Saudi Arabia. 
Prior to that, he has held the following official positions: Ambassador, Senior Advisor to the 
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Senegal, from 2002 to 2006; Minister, Permanent Secretary of the 
Government of Senegal, from 2000 to 2001; Ambassador, Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs of Senegal, from 1994 to 2000; Director of International Organizations (1998-1994) 
and Head of the UN Division (1986-1988) at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.  
 
He served as First Counsellor at the embassies of Senegal in Nigeria (1981-1986) and in Former 
Soviet Union (1978-1981). To date, Ambassador Seck has represented his country in different 
capacities including as member of several Senegalese delegations to multilateral and bilateral 
meetings, both at Summit, ministerial and expert levels. When Director of International 
Organisations, he was tasked as national Coordinator for the scientific and technical preparation of 
Senegal’s participation to the 6th Summit on Environment and Development (Rio 1992) and the 3rd 
Summit of the Group of Fifteen (Dakar 1993).363 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
 
As an ambassador from a West-African country Fode Seck is more likely to promote unilateral and 
bilateral cooperation between countries and will undoubtedly frown upon aggressive actions that 
might be taken in the South-East Asian region. As a diplomat, Mr. Seck does not openly show his 
political inclinations.  
 
Personality Profile: Peaceful, Cooperative, Capable, Adaptable 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
363 As described by the Chatham House “Global Health Diplomacy- A Way forward in International Affairs” 
Speakers Biographies 
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KINGDOM OF SPAIN  
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: OYARZUN MARCHESI, Roman  
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born 26 August 1957, in Madrid Spain 

 
Ø LLB and MA in International Relations from Deusto 

 University 
 
Ø Director and Chief of the Diplomatic Secretariat in the 

 Cabinet of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs (1985) 
 
Ø Marchesi has been in the Spanish Diplomatic Service since  1985 following in the footsteps of 

his father and grand father 
 
Academics and Education  
Marchesi was educated in Deusto University where he graduated with a Bachelor in law. He also has 
a Masters in International Relations from Deusto University’s Diplomatic School. Before following 
the family tradition into the Spanish Diplomatic Service, Marchesi practiced law for a number of 
years.  
 
Professional Accomplishments  
Marchesi’s entrance into the world of Spanish foreign affairs was his prestigious appointment as 
Director and Chief of the Diplomatic Secretariat in the Cabinet of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 
1985. Following his service in this role, Marchesi went on to serve in various roles of ever increasing 
responsibility within the Ministry. He served as Ambassador to Argentina in 2012 and as Deputy 
Representative to the United Nations from 2008 to 2012.  
 
Political Inclinations and Policies  
Marchesi is a long-time career diplomat who has worked his way up the civil service ladder to one of 
the most important positions in Spanish diplomacy. Like most European diplomatic services the 
Spanish Foreign Ministry is notably apolitical. Marchesi’s role is to follow the political designs of 
the elected government in Madrid. It is his effective diplomacy and grasp of nuanced international 
policy that are seen as Marchesi’s strengths rather than any policy formulating ability. This apolitical 
approach to diplomatic service has been engrained in Marchesi through not only many years of 
diplomatic services but also generations of family tradition. Marchesi follows both his father and his 
grandfather into Spanish diplomatic service. 
 
Personality Profile: Energetic, Cagey 
 
Spain’s interests in the East Asia are far from a pressing policy concern for Madrid. As the only 
elected EU member of the UNSC at present, Spain is obliged to take note of the common European 
position. Like her European neighbours, Spanish concerns will revolve mainly around the need to 
prevent conflict escalation and any economic fallout as she slowly recovers from the economic 
traumas of the Great Recession. 
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URUGUAY 
ELECTED MEMBER 
 
Name: ROSSELLI, Elbio 
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
    
Ø Born March 30th, 1957 in La Cruz, Uruguay 

 
Ø Alumnus of University of Uruguay (PhD, Diplomacy, 1970) and 

Tufts   University (M.A, 1971) 
 
Ø A career diplomat and distinguish scholar 
 
Ø A strong advocate of multilateral and regional diplomacy 
 
Academics and Education  
E. Rosselli is a distinguished scholar. He graduated in 1970 from the University of Uruguay in 
Montevideo with a PhD in Diplomacy.  As a Fulbright scholar, he received the following year a 
Master of Arts from the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy at Tufts University in 
Massachusetts. 
 
Professional Accomplishments364  
E. Rosselli started his career in 1978 as First Secretary of Uruguay’s embassy in the United States in 
Washington DC. In 1983 he becomes Chief of the Department of Bilateral Economic Relations, and 
in 1985 he serves in Geneva as Minister Counsellor and Deputy Permanent Representative to the 
GATT365. He held several positions in Uruguay’s Ministry for Foreign Affairs, notably Director for 
International Economic Organizations (1991 -1993). He then becomes Ambassador to Canada, until 
1998. 
From 1998 to 2003, E. Rosselli’s careers focuses on regional diplomacy, as he is appointed Director-
General for Southern Common Market (MERCOSUR) Affairs and National Coordinator for the 
Common Market Group.  In parallel, he serves as permanent representative to the Latin American 
Integration Association (LAIA-ALADI). 
 
Prior to his appointment as Ambassador to the United Nations, E. Rosselli served as Uruguay’s 
Ambassador to Belgium and Luxembourg, as well as Head of Mission to the European Communities 
(2003-2015). 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality 
E. Rosselli strongly believes in the role of international law in promoting respectful State behavior, 
peace and security. His experience in international institutions have had a lasting impact and he sees 
economic relations and regional institutions as key factors in the resolution of conflicts The 
development of a strong international rule of law and International Criminal Court is a priority for 
Uruguay, and will guide his decisions with force366. 
 
Personality Traits: Intellectual, Cooperative, Calm, Humble.  
 
 

																																																								
364 http://www.un.org/press/en/2006/bio3788.doc.htm 
365 General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, predecessor of the International Monetary Fund 
366 http://uruguaycsonu.mrree.gub.uy/en/node/106 
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VENEZUELA 
ELECTED MEMBER 
PRESIDENT OF THE COUNCIL 

 
  

Name: RAMIREZ CARRENO, Rafael Dario  
 
Background Detail and Professional Highlights  
 
Ø Born August 4th, 1963, Pampan, Venezuela 

 
Ø Alumnus of the University of Los Andes 

 
Ø Started his career as an engineer before being involved in politics 
 
Ø Is a board member of the state-owned PDVSA (petroleum company) 
 
 
Professional Accomplishments 
Ramírez was appointed to lead the energy ministry in July 2002 by Venezuelan President Hugo 
Chávez. Ramirez had been the founding president of Venezuela's "Enagas", the national regulatory 
agency that was set up to be responsible for establishing the national plan for natural gas production 
and distribution. Hence, Ramírez was responsible for the design, development, and promotion of 
national policies for natural gas. On November 20, 2004, Ramírez was selected as the president of 
the company Petróleos de Venezuela, S.A. (PDVSA), a position that he has held concurrently with 
that of the Minister of Energy and Petroleum. Ramírez was moved to the post of Minister of Foreign 
Affairs on 2 September 2014.  
 
After a few months in that post, he was instead appointed as Permanent Representative to the United 
Nations on 26 December 2014. His appointment as Permanent Representative coincided with 
Venezuela taking a seat on the United Nations Security Council on 1 January 2015.367 
 
Political Inclinations 
It is important to remember that Rafael Ramirez is first and foremost a “business man” before being 
a “man of the state”, meaning that there is a small possibility that he will simply carry out decisions 
for his own interest and not for the interest of the state. While Rafael Ramirez may be seen as a 
“untrustworthy” individual, this does not mean that he is to be considered as an incapable man since 
he has been able to properly carry out the duties that were given to him. 
 
 
Personality Profile: Unpredictable, Capable, Ambitious 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

																																																								
367 (1) Andrew Cawthorne, "Venezuela's Maduro moves foreign minister Ramirez to U.N.", Reuters, 26 
December 2014. 
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UKRAINE 
VOTED MEMBER 
 
Name: VOLODYMYR Yelchenko 
 
Ø Born the 27th of June 1959 
 
Ø Alumnus of Kyiv State University  
 
Ø A career diplomat, mainly specialising on Ukraine 

 
Ø Known for Ukrainian ambassador to the Russian Federation 

before the Crimean crisis 
      
 
Academics and Education: 
Yelchenko has graduated from the Faculty of International Relations and International Law at Kyiv 
State University in 1981. He fluently speaks English and Russian. 
 
Professional Training and Accomplishments: 
After graduating from Kyiv State University in 1981, Volodymyr Yelchenko embarked on a 
diplomatic career and almost found himself immediately involved with the United Nations where he 
first began as a second secretary to the Permanent Mission of Ukraine to the United Nations in 1986. 
After his involvement in the UN, he went back to work as Deputy Director and then Director of the 
Department of International Organisations (MFA of Ukraine) during the 90’s. From 1997 to 2000 he 
comes the Permanent Representative of Ukraine to the United Nations and from 2000-2001 he is the 
Representative of Ukraine to the UN security council and consequently becomes the President of the 
UN Council during the month of March 2001.  During the period of 2001-2015, Mr.Yelchenko takes 
on multiple roles such as Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Ukraine, Ambassador to the 
Republic of Austria and most notably Ambassador of Ukraine to the Russian Federation. After being 
called back to his country due to the Crimean crisis, Yelchenko became Permanent Representative of 
Ukraine to the UN since the 9th of December 2015 and Representative of Ukraine to the UNSC since 
the 1st of January 2016. 
 
Political Inclinations and Personality: 
Volodymyr Yelchenko is a man of experience who has served his country for many years, it is 
important to note that he openly claims to use his presence in the UN to act for Ukraine’s interest in 
her times of trouble (1), clearly showing that he is not afraid to act decisively even though his acts 
may cause further animosity towards the Russian Federation. Since Mr.Yelchenko is a career 
diplomat, he shows no political inclination.  
 
Personality Profile: Experienced, Unafraid, Intelligent, Motivated 
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How the Press Committee Works 

Press Committee is unique and different from all others, aiming to simulate the role of media in 
times of geopolitical crisis. It does not have government officials, but instead editors and journalists 
who represent various media outlets tailored to simulate real-life editorial lines. They deliver news to 
delegates, write articles, conduct interviews or investigate along their political assessments.  

Outlets 

The three news outlets represented at our simulation differ fundamentally. Each fulfills a distinct 
purpose; presents a unique narrative; and reports according to its capabilities and constraints. 

CNN 

Since its creation in 1980, the Cable News Network (CNN) has 
come to dominate U.S. news media. However, the channel airs 
in over two hundred countries and territories, and its business 
interests extend far beyond the United States. CNN receives 
generous funding from its parent company, Time Warner: in 
2015, it enjoyed a budget of $650 million. For income, CNN 
relies on subscription fees, which accounted for approximately 
half of the network’s total revenue in 2010. 

Two points are to be taken from this. First, CNN is a private 
entity, and is therefore most interested in viewership, not 
propagandising. In fact, its political stance is somewhat incoherent, with accusations of liberal bias 
from some critics and of parroting the U.S. State Department from others. It is safe to presume that 
CNN is governed by economic, rather than political, considerations, and that it reports stories which 
will boost subscription. 

That said, CNN’s reporting reveals a subtle, but consistent, preference for U.S. interests in the South 
China Sea dispute. Its articles and programmes implicate China in expansionism and defiance of 
international law, but avoid explicit condemnation. It continually presents Chinese actions as 
challenging the United States, internationalising a regional disagreement. Moreover, on almost every 
occasion, CNN cites scholars from the Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), an 
institute with historical ties to the U.S. foreign policy community: ties so pronounced that CSIS has 
been described as an ‘ivory tower for old spooks,’ serving ‘government and right-wing propaganda 
needs.’ 

Second, CNN’s resources grant it immense flexibility. With a presence online and on television, 
CNN produces visual and written content alike with no significant constraints. CNN’s journalists 
will face few obstacles when courting television crews at the simulation, and are likely to enjoy 
unfettered access to most U.S. officials. Likewise, it is unlikely to view either Xinhua or Civil Eye as 
threats to its interests, with the former veritably sympathetic to Chinese policy and the latter as 
lacking credibility in a competitive economic climate. 

Press Committee 
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XINHUA 

In contrast to CNN and the importance it assigns to 
credibility, at home, the Xinhua News Agency faces 
no competition from other media outlets. Xinhua has 
been the official press agency of the Chinese government since 1931; nowadays, it supplies virtually 
every newspaper in China with content. Its narratives are unchallenged in China, and unfailingly 
uncritical of state policy. It frames China as observant of international law, and victimised by the 
insatiably aggressive U.S. and its regional allies. 

Despite its function as an instrument and mouthpiece of the state, Xinhua maintains an international 
presence, with over 170 foreign bureaus worldwide. Xinhua makes little effort to adapt its content to 
an international audience, however, past the occasional quote from a China-friendly Western scholar. 
This suggests that the agency primarily serves a domestic purpose of maintaining the government’s 
popularity and legitimacy. It relies on sound bites from Chinese officials for its news, but often 
features those from foreign officials, mostly in the form of polemics. 

Xinhua is unlikely to engage governments other than Beijing and Pyongyang; in other words, those 
that are not in line with Chinese policy. It will surely quote China’s adversaries, framing their 
comments as evidence of anti- Chinese sentiment or bellicosity. However, Xinhua’s tendency to 
present quotes out of context, and to misrepresent interviewees’ positions is certain to preclude 
interviews with officials from Washington or Taipei. 

With the patronage of Beijing and the Communist Party—Xinhua’s president belongs to the CCP’s 
Central Committee—Xinhua wants for nothing. It is free to produce TV as well as written content. 
When examining Xinhua coverage, journalists should consider the fine line separating empty 
rhetoric from windows into the psychology of the Chinese government: is Xinhua repeating tired 
clichés or unintentionally shedding light on Chinese intentions in a given situation? 

CIVIL EYE 

Reflecting the increasing importance of citizen and watchdog journalism, Civil Eye (CE) is a 
fictional media outlet focused on government transparency. 
CE maintains its political neutrality and presents itself as an 
objective observer, drawing attention to the wrongdoings of 
all governments: an aim irreconcilable with Xinhua’s 
uncritical defence of Chinese policy. CE also monitors the 
activities of its competitors, CNN and Xinhua, looking out for 
violations of journalism ethics and standards. 

The outlet’s non-alignment ensures that smaller regional 
actors who are reluctant to side with either Washington or 
Beijing are certain to regularly engage and consult CE. 
However, interview requests to high-ranking officials in 
prominent delegations may be denied; still in its youth, CE lacks the credibility of CNN and the 
reliable syncophantism of Xinhua. Its watchdog agenda also puts it at odds with governments, who 
view CE’s interest in their affairs with suspicion and distrust. 

Between the viewership-driven CNN and the propagandistic Xinhua, CE ultimately presents the 
most objective, critical perspective on the crisis and its participants. Should any delegates pursue 
policy according to principles of fairness or justice—words that make any realist laugh in derision—
CE will find that its coverage can prove quite decisive. Likewise, if journalists discover misconduct 
on the part of one government, it is up to them as to how to treat the story: do they bolster CE’s 
standing in a competitive environment by notifying rival governments of their findings? CE straddles 
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an uneasy balance between fair and balanced reporting and the need for an audience. 

Unsurprisingly, CE’s business model leaves it dependent on individual donations, in contrast to the 
state funding received by Xinhua and the substantial budget allocated to CNN by Time Warner. The 
miniscule budget of CE significantly reduces its freedom to utilise television as a medium via the 
for-hire television crew. Again, the dichotomy of objectivity versus opportunism comes into view, 
and makes CE arguably the most interesting of the three news outlets. 

 
Website 
 
All delegates will be able to check the evolution of events as well as last minute breaking news on 
the Press Committee’s blog platform. Press Committee’s role is to deliver content to this website.   

Delegates from different committees will be able to compare, evaluate and select the most 
trustworthy information to manage their negotiations.  

Moreover, this virtual platform is a strong tool of influence for each media outlet. News companies 
will have the opportunity to influence negotiations according to their own editorial line and assert 
their position as the number one media outlet of the simulation.  

The blog will be projected on screens in every committee.  Main page will display breaking news. 
The second menu displays all audio-visual material, including reading of news from the studio. The 
third section named “Communiqué” displays official press releases made by the government to the 
public, or other official information informing about the simulation’s development, released by 
Crisis Staff. These two sections are administered by Press Staff, not editors.  Both communiqués and 
official press releases allow media outlets to be well-informed and consequently shape their 
strategies. Communiqués are sent by chairs to the Press Staff (press chair), not editors, except for 
Xinhua and China committee. 
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Ethical Standards in Journalism: Some Guiding Principles 

 ON/OFF THE RECORD. When engaging delegates, it is important to clarify whether he or she is 
speaking on, or off, the record. Speaking on the record indicates that anything said can be reported, 
while speaking off it means that the conversation is strictly between the two of you—what is said in 
the sixth-floor bathroom stays in the sixth-floor bathroom. 

SOURCES. Since delegates premise their actions to great extent on news coverage, it is important 
that journalists cite their sources properly. Events with a single eyewitness should be reported with 
attribution—that is, indicate the identity of the eyewitness. Events with two or more independent 
eyewitnesses may be reported as fact. Controversial facts, however, are always to be reported with 
attribution.  

In some situations, source may be willing to provide you with information under the condition of 
keeping her/him anonymous. Such situation happens if your source feels threatened and does not 
want to provide name due to security reasons. Publication of articles partially based on sources that 
wish to remain in anonymity is allowed 

REFUSING INTERVIEWS. “Three-one rule applies. An official can deny interview request three 
times within one hour, he/she is obliged to accept the fourth request.  

REQUESTING PERMISSION TO FILM. Along with its advantages, the audiovisual medium has 
its disadvantages—that it captures everything the camera is aimed at. This means that any journalist 
utilizing the crew must obtain consent from those filmed. If a delegate does not wish to be included, 
his or her wishes are to be respected. 

REQUESTING PERMISSION TO ENTER COMMITTEES. Journalists are permitted to enter 
the UNSC at any time, with regards to national committees, the decision to allow entrance lays upon 
the chair.  
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