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Editors’ Note: 

The following pro sample case has three contentions to support 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 Israeli-Palestinian conflict jeopardizes Chinese 
economic interests in Israel. The first warrant includes evidence of the size and importance of 
Chinese investment in Israel. The second warrant proves that the status quo is unstable, 
especially after Trump’s decision to move the U.S. embassy to Jerusalem. It argues that China 
should intervene in the conflict to ensure the safety and security of Chinese workers and assets in 
Israel. 

The second contention discusses the One Belt, One Road Initiative (OBOR) and China’s 
relationship with the Arab states. It argues that brokering a deal is key for the implementation of 
OBOR and would improve China’s relations with Arab states. The OBOR is a top priority of 
Chinese foreign policy. The contention also explains why improving relations with Arab states is 
good for China, especially because of China’s dependence on Middle Eastern energy.  

The last contention is a solvency contention. It argues that China would succeed at brokering a 
peace deal. The first and second warrants focus on the balanced relationship that China has with 
Israel and Palestine, and how this will allow China to mediate between the two parties. The 
United States, by contrast, cannot be an effective mediator because it is not neutral in the 
conflict. The third and fourth warrants prove that Israel and Palestine have a shared interest in a 
two-state solution.   

Please note that labels in brackets, such as [Claim], [Warrant], and [Impact], are not meant to be 
read as part of the case. They are labels added to provide more clarity. Please pay attention to the 
claim-warrant-impact structure of the contentions. 
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Case: 

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

[Definitions] Brokering a peace deal includes the following set of actions.  

First, Chinese diplomats should invest significant resources into launching a formal Israeli-
Palestinian peace process. China should mediate the negotiations between Palestinian and Israeli 
leaders. Where necessary, China should use economic and political leverage to pressure both 
parties to make concessions. 

Second, in accordance with the international consensus about how to resolve the conflict, China 
should advance a two-state solution. China should attempt to resolve the major issues—including 
the status of Jerusalem, settlements, borders, refugees, and security—in a manner that is 
acceptable to both sides.  1

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

Contention One: Chinese-Israeli Economic Ties 

[Claim] The Israeli-Palestinian conflict jeopardizes China’s economic interests in Israel. 

[Warrant] According to CNBC, Chinese firms invested over $16.5 billion in Israel in 2016.  2

Chinese companies are building Israeli infrastructure projects, including ports, railway lines, and 
tunnels, and have acquired major Israeli firms. 

Israel is also a world leader in advanced technology. The Chinese government considers Israel to 
be a crucial partner in the development of China’s native high-tech sector, which is key for 
China’s economic development. Tencent and Alibaba are heavily invested in Israeli technology 
companies; Huawei and Xiaomi operate research and development centers in Israel.  

Violence from the Israeli-Palestinian conflict threatens these investments. Trump’s December 
2017 decision to recognize Jerusalem as Israel’s capital sparked days of violent confrontations 
between protesters and Israeli troops. These clashes left several dead and hundreds wounded. 
Hamas also fired rounds of rockets from Gaza into Israel.  

 Vox, Everything you need to know about Israel-Palestine, December 6, 2017.1

 CNBC, “China is increasingly becoming key for Israel's high-tech industry,” July 18, 2017.2
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In response, the Chinese government issued a formal travel warning for Chinese citizens to 
Israel, and expressed concern that the conflict would affect Chinese investments. Singulato and 
Tencent had to cancel investment trips to Israel.  3

[Impact] According to Yiyi Chen, a professor at Peking University, reducing political instability 
by intervening in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is the only way for China to protect its 
investments in Israel.  These investments, especially in the high-tech industry, are key to China’s 4

economic growth and its ambitions to be a global power. Therefore, they are important under our 
framework. 

Contention Two: One Belt, One Road 

[Claim] Brokering a peace deal is key to the successful implementation of the One Belt, One 
Road Initiative (abbreviated as OBOR) and would benefit China’s broader regional economic 
ties. 

[Warrant] Public opinion in Arab states strongly backs the Palestinian cause. The conflict has 
also been a motivation for terrorism across the region. Therefore, successfully brokering a peace 
deal will bring stability to the region. Even if the negotiations fail, China would strengthen its 
reputation in the region simply by initiating negotiations. Reduced terrorism and a strong 
regional reputation would benefit China’s regional economic plans greatly. 

[Warrant] This matters because the Middle East is a crucial region for OBOR. It is a massive 
program of Chinese infrastructure development and investment across Asia, Africa, and Europe 
that aims to promote economic connectivity. The Middle East is at the geographic center of these 
regions, and many of the maritime and land-based trade routes being developed will run through 
it. Therefore, regional political instability directly threatens OBOR’s success.  5

[Warrant 3] China’s existing economic links with Middle Eastern countries are also significant. 
The Middle East is a vital source of energy for China. Over 30% of Chinese oil consumption in 
2015 was imported from the Middle East.  The region also represents a large and growing 6

market for Chinese-made consumer goods like smartphones. 

 Haaretz, “The Trump Effect: Japanese and Chinese High-tech Delegations Cancel Visits to 3

Israel,” December 9, 2017.
 Yiyi Chen, “Will China Interfere in the Israeli-Palestinian Conflict?” The Middle East Institute, 4

May 6, 2015.
 Deborah Lehr, “The Middle East is the Hub for China’s Modern Silk Road,” The Middle East 5

Institute, August 15, 2017.
 Dr. Yoram Evron, “China’s Diplomatic Initiatives in the Middle East,” Journal of International 6

Relations, 2015.
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[Impact] Altogether, the extent of these regional ties makes it foolish for China to trust the 
United States or Arab states to achieve regional stability on their own. A peace deal would reduce 
terrorism, expand China’s regional influence, and secure OBOR investments. Since OBOR is a 
key foreign policy initiative for Xi Jinping, it should be highly prioritized under our framework. 

Contention Three: Solvency 

A Chinese-led peace deal would succeed for two reasons.   

[Claim] First, China is the best actor. 

[Warrant] China has balanced relations with Israel and Palestine, and would therefore serve as a 
neutral broker. Having a neutral broker is key to achieving a peace deal. According to diplomats 
involved with the 2000 Camp David Summit, the Oslo peace process failed largely because the 
United States was not a neutral broker. As a close ally of Israel, the US was more sensitive to 
Israeli concerns than Palestinian demands, and did not press Israel for concessions. Without a 
messy history of intervention, China could be a truly neutral broker.  7

[Warrant] China must step in now that Trump has decided to recognize Jerusalem as the capital 
of Israel. This action has further weakened U.S. credibility with Palestine. Palestinians have 
expressed their desire for a new country to mediate the peace talks. Abbas has looked to China 
specifically as a possible broker. 

[Claim] Second, Israel and Palestine have a common interest in a two-state solution. 
  
[Warrant] Although the current Israeli government is opposed to peace, there is significant 
popular support in Israel for a two-state solution. There is also substantial international pressure 
on Israel to negotiate for peace. Moreover, as Israel’s third largest trading partner, China can use 
economic leverage to pressure Israel to make difficult concessions.   8

[Warrant] Moreover, Palestinian Authority strongly supports a two-state solution. If there is a 
legitimate peace process, Hamas will lose legitimacy in Gaza, enabling a unified Palestinian 
stance led by the Palestinian Authority. 

For these reasons, we affirm.

 Robert Malley and Hussein Agha, “Camp David: The Tragedy of Errors,” The New York 7

Review of Books, August 9, 2001. 
 Dr. Adil Rasheed, “How ‘Superpower’ China Entered Palestine-Israel Peace Fray,” Al Arabiya, 8

September 26, 2017.
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