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Editors’ Note: 

The following con sample case has two contentions to oppose the resolution, “Resolved: China 
should broker an Israeli-Palestinian peace deal.” These contentions are presented under a 
framework of China’s foreign policy interests. It is important to note that the framework sees 
China’s foreign policy as a tool to benefit China’s economic, security, and social interests. Under 
this framework, a foreign policy decision is judged to be good or bad based on the effects it has 
on China. 

The first contention of the case is that the status quo is beneficial for China, with a focus on 
trade. This is highlighted in the first warrant. Notice the use of two pieces of evidence to prove 
that China has significant trade with both parties in the conflict. The impact is presented as 
weighing the benefits of the status quo, with the potential risk that could result from involvement 
in the conflict. It is because of this possible harm to Chinese economic interests in the Middle 
East that a larger role in the conflict would be a bad foreign policy decision. 

The second contention claims that the conflict cannot be solved. This contention contains three 
subpoints, and each one is a separate reason that the conflict has no solution. Each of the 
subpoints contains a claim, specific evidence-based warrants, and then an impact that emphasizes 
why the conflict has no solution. The last paragraph is a larger impact related to the framework. 
This impact demonstrates why the lack of a clear solution to the conflict is a reason that Chinese 
involvement is a bad foreign policy decision. It does this by explaining the harm to China’s 
foreign policy reputation if China becomes involved and the conflict remains without a peace 
agreement.  

In both contentions, the last impact is the most important as it provides a direct link to the 
framework. It is not sufficient for con to prove that the status quo is beneficial to China, and that 
the conflict has no possible solution. Con needs to emphasize why the truth of these contentions 
demonstrates that attempting to broker a peace deal is harmful to China’s foreign policy interests.  

Please note that the labels in square brackets, including [Claim], [Warrant], and [Impact], are not 
meant to be read as part of the case but are labels added to provide additional clarity.  

nhsdlc.com



!3

Case: 

We stand con on the resolution: “Resolved: China should broker an Israeli-Palestinian peace 
deal.” 

[Definition] The internationally accepted outline for a peace agreement is a two-state solution 
that creates an independent Palestine alongside Israel. Brokering this deal would likely involve 
China offering to host negotiations between leaders of both parties, with the goal of a permanent 
peace agreement that would resolve the main issues of the conflict, including borders, the status 
of Jerusalem, refugees, and security.  

[Framework] Our framework is advancing Chinese foreign policy interests. These interests 
include China’s economic, security, and social interests. If brokering a peace deal hurts China’s 
foreign policy interests, the judge should vote con. 

Contention 1: Chinese Interests  

[Claim] China's interests are best served by remaining a passive actor. This can be evaluated by 
looking at the status quo. 

[Warrant] The status quo is good for China because of trade with Israel and the Arab states. 
According to a 2017 Al Arabiya article, this trade amounts to 11 billion dollars total. “China’s 
total investment in Israel exceeds six billion dollars and more than 1000 Israeli start-up 
companies have set up operations in China.”  In addition, The Straits Times reports that “China is 1

today both the largest importer of oil from the Middle East and exporter of goods to the region.”  2

This shows that China has significant economic interests in the Arab states, as well as Israel. For 
China, there is no cost associated with this. Currently the United States bears the entire cost of 
maintaining stability between Israel and Palestine. Meanwhile China gets the benefits.  

[Impact] According to the Middle-East scholar Yiyi Chen, “Being called a “free rider” for doing 
so is merely a nuisance.” This means that there is no substantial harm to China in the status quo, 
while getting involved comes with possible risks.   

[Impact] It would not be worthwhile to risk destabilizing the current situation. Any impression of 
bias in negotiations would lead to tension between China and either Israel or the Arab States. It is 
not worth risking the real economic benefits China currently gets from its lack of direct 
involvement in the conflict.  

 Dr. Adil Rasheed, “How ‘Superpower’ China Entered Palestine-Israel Peace Fray”, Al Arabiya, 1

September 26, 2017.
 The Straits Times, “Experts split over China's moves on the Middle East following Trump's 2

decision on Jerusalem”, December 12, 2017.
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[Claim] Furthermore, there are substantial costs to becoming involved in the Israeli-Palestinian 
conflict.  

[Warrant] Dr Yin Gang, a retired expert on Middle East studies at the Chinese Academy of Social 
Sciences, points out that the United States has provided approximately $40 billion in aid to Egypt 
since 1979, as part of the agreement of the Egypt-Israel peace treaty.   3

[Impact] This demonstrates that involvement in the conflict comes with substantial monetary 
costs. Spending money on trying to resolve a conflict without any benefit is not in China’s best 
interests. 

[Impact] Involvement in the conflict would risk harm to China’s current economic interests in the 
Middle East, and would not be a good foreign policy decision. China should remain a passive 
actor, which in the status quo provides significant benefits to its economic interests abroad.   

Contention 2: Solvency 

There is no possibility of a successful deal for three reasons. 

[Claim] First, the conflict is too intractable.  

[Warrant] This is obvious from the failure of all peace initiatives in the past. The Oslo peace 
process lasted for seven years and failed to deliver a peace deal based on the idea of a two-state 
solution.  Being involved in another failed deal would not have any positive benefit for China.  4

[Impact] It would harm China’s credibility, as the inability to secure a deal would be seen as a 
failure.  

[Claim] Second, a peace deal is even more unlikely now than before.  

[Warrant] The current Israeli government is not interested in a peace deal. This is obvious from 
Benjamin Netanyahu’s comments during the 2015 election, where he said there would not be a 
Palestinian state under his watch. Furthermore, Israel has engaged in the continued construction 
of settlements in the West Bank. The construction reached a seven year high under the leadership 
of Netanyahu.  This angers Palestinians, complicates the borders of a future state, and makes a 5

successful peace deal impossible.  

 The Straits Times, “Experts split over China's moves on the Middle East following Trump's 3

decision on Jerusalem”, December 12, 2017.
 Vox, Everything you need to know about Israel-Palestine, December 6, 2017.4

 Vox, Everything you need to know about Israel-Palestine, December 6, 2017.5
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[Warrant] In addition, since 2006, the Palestinian Authority has not controlled Gaza. This means 
that any deal that they sign would not guarantee peace. It is very likely that Hamas, which 
controls Gaza, would continue violent conflict leading to the collapse of any peace talks. Hamas 
opposes a peace deal and is publicly committed to the destruction of Israel.  

[Impact] The changes that have taken place since the failed Oslo peace process make a current 
peace deal unlikely. The two sides are even further apart. There is no reason to think that future 
talks between the two parties would be successful.  

[Claim] Third, China lacks the leverage in the region to be an effective broker.  

[Warrant] Unlike the United States, China does not have any historical involvement in the region 
and therefore lacks experience. Entry into the region might be viewed with skepticism, especially 
by Israel. According to Nathan Thrall, senior analyst for the International Crisis Group, while 
Palestine might be open to a different mediator “for any peace process to take place Israel would 
have to partake in it, and it prefers that the US remain mediator.”  

[Impact] If Israel is unwilling to accept a different peace broker, then China’s efforts would be 
doomed to failure from the start. 

[Impact] It is not in China’s foreign policy interests to get involved in a process where there is no 
opportunity for a solution, and without any obvious benefit. The United States has been involved 
in the conflict for a long time, and has seen this involvement severely impact their reputation on 
the world stage. More specifically, it has strained America’s relationships with the Arab states. 
China can expect a similar decrease in prestige and reputation if the conflict does not reach a 
meaningful solution. The resulting decrease in the credibility of China as a world power would 
have a negative impact on other negotiations that are more important to China’s foreign policy 
interests.  

For these reasons we oppose. 
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