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Sec on I—Introduc on 
 

          As the United Na ons was created following the end of World War II, the Security Council was created 

as the only commi ee able to use veto power, employ peacekeepers, and enforce sanc ons. This elite 

commi ee of fi een, with five permanent and ten rota ng members, was created to maintain interna onal 

peace and security. During the Cold War, its power was ques oned, but since then it has been ac ve and 

engaged in various world issues, including the situa ons in Iraq, Syria, and the Central African Republic.  

 

Sec on II—Background Informa on 
 

          A er the crea on of the People’s Republic of China (PRC) in the year 1949, Tibet was s ll seeking 

independence. Although there were many a empts to unify territory in Tibet, they were undermined by the 

PRC. A er several months, the PRC began to push for the annexa on of Tibet and its return back into the 

People's Republic. The following year in 1950, China and its new government officials followed through with 

their objec ve to regain control of Tibet and staged an invasion. Months of failed diplomacy resulted in The 

Ba le of Chamdo. It lasted from the 6th to the 19th of October, 1950 and resulted in a loss of Tibetan control 

over its army, an arbitra on between Tibet and the PRC, and ul mately Chinese sovereignty over Tibet. In 

1959, an unsuccessful Tibetan uprising led to strict religious and poli cal suppression which has lasted decades. 

Tibet’s leadership, top among them the Dalai Lama, along with 80,000 Tibetans, fled the country for India a er 

the failed revolt, and live as a dislocated popula on. 

          The people of Tibet are ethnically different from the rest of China, with dis nct customs and a unique 

form of Buddhism. While Tibet is considered an autonomous region in China, a branch of the Chinese 

communist party is largely responsible for running and controlling Tibet. This control is derived from the 

Seventeen Point Agreement, a document the current Dalai Lama was pressured into signing as a teenager 

which allegedly guaranteed Tibetan regional autonomy. Currently, Tibetans accuse China of abusing resources 

and power in Tibet and of manipula ng the region’s poli cs by a emp ng to promote their own selec on for 

the Panchen Lama, the second most important religious and poli cal figure in Tibet. The future of Tibetan 

independence is uncertain. Tibet’s religious and poli cal leader in exile, the Dalai Lama, has stated that he will 

not be reincarnated while China s ll controls Tibet. 

          Chinese authori es claim that the large Han Chinese popula on in the region should not be subjected 

to the whims of a Tibetan separa st movement. 
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Sec on III—Possible Solu ons 
 

          When considering how to best deal with the issue of Tibetan Independence, it is important to 

remember that currently Tibet is an autonomous region in the People’s Republic of China. Thus, poten al 

solu ons must be implemented in such a way that they are not perceived as a threat to the power or 

sovereignty of China. For na ons that seek to weaken China’s power, such as the United States, a solu on that 

would grant full independence or a higher degree of autonomy to Tibet would certainly weaken China. 

However, such a solu on may be viewed as an a ack on China so it is important that solu ons do not infringe 

too much on a na on’s sovereignty. For those na ons who support China, a solu on that weakens Tibetan 

power would certainly benefit the Chinese government. Such a solu on may involve stripping Tibet of its status 

of autonomy.  

 

Sec on IV—Bloc Posi ons 
 

African Bloc:  Views among African na ons will vary greatly. Na ons such as the Democra c Republic 

of the Congo may not support Tibet gaining more autonomy or independence because 

doing so would set a precedent for their own na on, where currently the Bas‐Congo are 

a emp ng to break off from the official government. Thus, it is important to analyze 

whether or not your na on has an ac ve separa st movement 

Asian Bloc:  Many na ons in the Asian bloc would see independence or even more autonomy for the 

region of Tibet as a way to weaken China and thus give themselves more power. However, 

na ons aligned with China will likely oppose any form of independence. 

La n American Bloc: Most na ons in the La n American Bloc will likely have policy similar to that of 

the United States. They will pursue policies that would not cause them to lose 

es with China but ones that nonetheless weaken Chinese power worldwide. 

Middle Eastern Bloc:  Many Middle Eastern na ons export a large amount of their oil to China as 

China con nues to industrialize and grow. Therefore, most Middle Eastern 

na ons will seek to maintain strong es with China, and will likely support giving 

more control of Tibet to the Chinese government. 

Western Bloc:  As China con nues to grow as a world superpower, many Western na ons will a empt 

to check Chinese power by giving Tibet more autonomy. Full‐fledged independence 

may be seen as too aggressive, although more autonomy would s ll reduce Chinese 

power. 
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Sec on V—Ques ons That Should Be Taken Into Considera on 
 

How will your na on include the Tibetan government in exile in any discussions of Tibetan 

independence? 

 

How will your na on include the Dalai Lama, who has expressed sen ments that Tibet wishes to 

remain a part of China? 

 

The current, 14th, Dalai Lama is 82 years old; he is in the twilight of his life. How will his death, and his 

claim of non‐reincarna on, affect the peace process? 

 

How will your na on handle possible human rights viola ons by China in Tibet? 

 

What extent of autonomy does your na on seek for Tibet? 

 

If your own na on has a region that wishes to become independent, how will this affect your na on’s 

view of autonomy for a region such as Tibet? 

 

Sec on VI—Helpful Sites and Resources 
 

Encyclopedia—Encyclopedia Britannica—Tibet 
goo.gl/4PVqji (shortened URL from www.britannica.com) 
 
Ar cle—Bri sh Broadcas ng Corpora on—Tibet Profile 
goo.gl/SzDTRa (shortened URL from www.bbc.com) 
 
Ar cle—Al‐Jazeera—The Long Wait for Tibetan Freedom 
goo.gl/LUHntr (shortened URL from america.aljazeera.com) 
 
Video—NowThis World—Why Isn’t Tibet Free? 
goo.gl/y8soor  (shortened URL from www.youtube.com) 
 
Possible Search Terms— Tibetan Independence, Dalai Lama, Tibetan government,  PRC Chairperson, 

human rights viola ons in Tibet 
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