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 This article aims to analyze the ongoing negotiations between Indonesia 
and China regarding the Natuna Islands from the perspective of 
international law. As a maritime nation comprising over 17,000 islands, 
Indonesia possesses vast territorial waters and abundant natural 
resources, including fisheries, minerals, and hydrocarbons. These assets 
render territorial disputes inevitable, particularly in contested maritime 
zones. The Natuna Islands, located in the northern part of Indonesia's 
exclusive economic zone (EEZ), have emerged as a focal point of 
contention with China, whose expansive claims in the South China Sea 
overlap with Indonesia's sovereign rights. The dispute stems from 
China's assertion of historical rights over the South China Sea, 
encapsulated in its "nine-dash line," which Indonesia rejects as 
incompatible with the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS). Under UNCLOS, coastal states like Indonesia are entitled to 
an EEZ extending up to 200 nautical miles, encompassing rights to 
exploit resources and enforce jurisdiction. Incidents, such as Chinese 
fishing vessels entering Indonesian waters in 2016, have escalated 
tensions, prompting diplomatic protests and military patrols. These 
clashes highlight the broader geopolitical rivalry, where China's Belt and 
Road Initiative intersects with Indonesia's strategic interests. The 
ramifications of this unresolved dispute are multifaceted. Economically, 
it fosters instability by deterring foreign investment in resource-rich 
areas like the Natuna's oil fields, potentially costing billions in lost 
revenue. Globally, it contributes to polarization, exacerbating divisions 
between Western-aligned nations and those like China, while straining 
ASEAN unity. Politically, it undermines Indonesia's domestic stability, 
fueling nationalist sentiments and social unrest amid rising populism. 
Socially, it burdens communities dependent on maritime livelihoods, 
exacerbating issues like illegal fishing and environmental degradation. In 
light of these consequences, a peaceful resolution is imperative. 
Pursuing such an outcome could enhance economic prosperity through 
collaborative oil exploration, ensuring equitable resource sharing under 
international oversight. Improved border monitoring and management, 
facilitated by joint patrols or technology transfers, would mitigate 
incursions and foster trust.  
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INTRODUCTION 
Territorial status and unclear national boundaries frequently precipitate conflicts among 
nations vying for control over contested regions. In an era of globalization, where geopolitical 
interests intersect with economic imperatives, disputes over maritime boundaries have 
become increasingly prevalent. Each state employs distinct principles to delineate territorial 
limits and continental shelves, often leading to territorial or border disputes. Ambiguous and 
overlapping territorial boundaries can ignite conflicts between neighboring countries, as 
evidenced by the protracted tensions in the South China Sea. This article examines these 
dynamics through the lens of international law, with a particular focus on the Natuna Islands 
dispute between Indonesia and China. By analyzing the legal frameworks, strategic 
implications, and policy responses, this piece underscores the necessity for peaceful 
resolutions to mitigate broader socio-economic repercussions. The rapid advancement of 
communication and information technologies has compounded these challenges, introducing 
novel legal, political, social, cultural, technological, and scientific issues. Cybercrimes, bullying, 
and emerging offenses proliferate alongside societal evolution, exacerbated by Indonesia's 
vast social media population, which amplifies risks of digital transgressions. However, the 
core of this analysis centers on maritime disputes, where technological progress intersects 
with traditional territorial claims, potentially exacerbating conflicts through misinformation 
and cyber espionage.(Dwi Wisayantono, Eka Djunarsjah, 2023) 

Principles of Territorial Delimitation in International Law, Under international law, 
particularly the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) of 1982, states 
are guided by principles to establish maritime boundaries. Part II of UNCLOS, encompassing 
Articles 2–32, delineates the territorial sea and contiguous zone. Coastal states may extend 
their territorial waters up to 12 nautical miles from baselines, typically the low-water line 
along the coast or straight baselines connecting appropriate points. Beyond this, the exclusive 
economic zone (EEZ) extends 200 nautical miles, granting rights to exploit resources, conduct 
scientific research, and enforce environmental protections. Disputes arise when states adopt 
divergent interpretations. For instance, China relies on historical claims, while others adhere 
strictly to UNCLOS provisions. This variance fosters overlapping claims, as seen in the South 
China Sea, where multiple nations assert rights over the same waters. Such ambiguities not 
only fuel diplomatic standoffs but also invite military posturing, undermining regional stability. 
The International Court of Justice (ICJ) and the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea 
(ITLOS) serve as adjudicators, yet recourse to these bodies remains voluntary, often sidelined 
by geopolitical considerations. 

China's Claims and the Nine-Dash Line, China's expansive claim over the South China 
Sea is predicated on the "nine-dash line," an imaginary demarcation representing its assertion 
of nearly the entire maritime expanse. This principle, rooted in historical narratives dating back 
to the 1940s, posits that China possesses sovereign rights over islands, reefs, and waters 
within the line, including those claimed by neighbors. Consequently, China designates 
archipelagos in the South China Sea as its territorial waters, encompassing features like the 
Paracel and Spratly Islands. Neighboring states, including the Philippines, Vietnam, Taiwan, 
Brunei, and Malaysia, have vehemently opposed this claim, denouncing it as a violation of 
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their sovereignty and an infringement on their EEZs. For example, the Philippines challenged 
China's assertions in the 2016 South China Sea Arbitration, where an ITLOS tribunal ruled 
that the nine-dash line lacked legal basis under UNCLOS, as it contravened the convention's 
emphasis on equidistance and equitable principles for delimitation. Despite this, China 
rejected the ruling, maintaining its position through military presence and infrastructure 
development on disputed features. This unilateral approach has escalated tensions, 
prompting accusations of aggression and prompting ASEAN nations to seek multilateral 
resolutions. 

Indonesia's Involvement and the Natuna Islands Dispute, Indonesia while not a direct 
claimant in the broader South China Sea conflict, has been drawn into the fray due to China's 
inclusion of the Natuna waters within its nine-dash line. The Natuna Islands, located in the 
northern reaches of Indonesia's EEZ, are a cluster of islets in the Riau Islands province, rich in 
fisheries and potential hydrocarbon reserves. China's claim encompasses these waters as 
part of its maritime domain, prompting Indonesia to lodge strong protests. In 2016, 
Indonesian authorities detained Chinese fishing vessels operating illegally in the area, leading 
to diplomatic friction. Indonesia contends that China's nine-dash line undermines its EEZ 
rights, resulting in habitat loss and resource depletion in the Natuna vicinity. The dispute has 
broader implications for Indonesia's security and economy, as unchecked incursions threaten 
biodiversity and sustainable exploitation. Under UNCLOS, Indonesia's EEZ is inviolable, yet 
China's actions—bolstered by its naval capabilities—challenge this framework. This 
encroachment not only disrupts Indonesia's maritime sovereignty but also strains bilateral 
relations, compelling Jakarta to reassess its foreign policy.(Irwan Triadi, 2024) 

Strategic and Economic Significance of the South China Sea, As one of the world's 
largest bodies of water, the South China Sea holds immense strategic importance 
economically, politically, and militarily, offering potential for cooperation among littoral states. 
Its abundant natural resources underpin global energy security. The U.S. Energy Information 
Administration (EIA) estimates reserves of 11 billion barrels of oil and 190 trillion cubic feet 
(Tcf) of natural gas, alongside vital hydrocarbon deposits. Energy consultant Wood 
Mackenzie projects approximately 2.5 billion barrels of recoverable oil and gas in the region, 
making it a linchpin for energy markets. Beyond resources, the sea serves as a critical trade 
route, facilitating over $3 trillion in annual commerce. Militarily, it is a flashpoint for power 
projection, with China's artificial island-building enhancing its naval presence, while the U.S. 
conducts freedom of navigation operations to uphold international norms. Politically, the 
dispute polarizes the Indo-Pacific, pitting China's assertiveness against ASEAN's collective 
stance. For Indonesia, resolution is paramount to safeguard its northern flank, ensuring 
unimpeded access to resources and preventing escalation that could destabilize regional 
alliances. 

Technological Impacts and Cyber Dimensions, The interplay of technology exacerbates 
these disputes. Advances in communication and information technologies have engendered 
legal quandaries, from cybercrimes to digital surveillance. In Indonesia, a burgeoning social 
media landscape—with over 170 million active users—heightens vulnerabilities to cyber 
threats, including disinformation campaigns that could inflame territorial tensions. For 
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instance, state-sponsored hacking or online propaganda might amplify nationalist 
sentiments, complicating diplomatic efforts. Cybercrimes, such as data breaches and identity 
theft, proliferate in tandem with societal shifts, often transcending borders. In the context of 
maritime disputes, cyber operations could target critical infrastructure, such as navigation 
systems or energy grids, blurring the lines between conventional and digital warfare. 
International law, including the Tallinn Manual on cyber operations, grapples with these 
issues, yet enforcement remains patchy. Indonesia's exposure underscores the need for 
robust cybersecurity frameworks to complement maritime defenses. 

Indonesia's Policy Shift and Responses to Maritime Violations, President Joko Widodo's 
administration has recalibrated Indonesia's approach to the South China Sea dispute, 
transitioning from an "active politics" stance—characterized by multilateral engagement—to 
a more pragmatic, non-aligned policy. This shift aims to protect Indonesia's interests in the 
Natuna Islands while averting direct confrontation with China. The policy emphasizes bilateral 
diplomacy and economic cooperation, as evidenced by joint ventures in trade and 
infrastructure under China's Belt and Road Initiative. However, escalating Chinese maritime 
violations have tested this resolve. Frequent incursions by Chinese vessels into Indonesia's 
EEZ have necessitated heightened vigilance. In response, Indonesia has bolstered security 
measures, deploying the Indonesian National Armed Forces (TNI) for patrols and surveillance. 
These actions reflect a defensive posture, prioritizing sovereignty without provoking 
escalation. Yet, China's military interventions to safeguard its interests have weakened 
maritime security, prompting concerns over accidental clashes. The persistence of such 
violations complicates conflict resolution. UNCLOS provides mechanisms like compulsory 
dispute settlement, but China's reluctance to participate hinders progress. Indonesia's 
strategy, therefore, hinges on ASEAN unity and international pressure to enforce legal norms, 
potentially through joint exercises or sanctions. 

Implications and the Need for Resolution, The South China Sea dispute profoundly 
impacts Indonesia, influencing its stability, security, and resource utilization. Unresolved 
tensions risk economic losses, environmental degradation, and geopolitical polarization. A 
peaceful settlement could foster collaboration, such as shared oil exploration and joint patrols, 
enhancing regional prosperity. Given these stakes, the author is compelled to undertake 
research on "A Juridical Review of the Natuna Sea Dispute Between Indonesia and China 
Under International Law." This inquiry will delve into legal precedents, policy analyses, and 
potential resolutions, aiming to contribute to scholarly discourse and inform diplomatic 
strategies. By examining UNCLOS applications, historical claims, and contemporary 
dynamics, the study seeks to illuminate pathways toward equitable outcomes, underscoring 
the imperative of international law in mitigating global conflicts. In conclusion, the Natuna 
Islands dispute epitomizes the complexities of territorial claims in a multipolar world. 
Ambiguous boundaries, divergent principles, and technological disruptions amplify risks, yet 
adherence to international frameworks offers hope. Indonesia's adaptive policies and China's 
assertiveness highlight the need for dialogue, ensuring that maritime spaces become arenas 
of cooperation rather than contention. As nations navigate these waters, prioritizing legal 
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integrity will be crucial for sustaining peace and prosperity in the Indo-Pacific.(Azhari et al., 
2024) 

 
METHOD 

This research employs a normative juridical approach, which examines law from the 
perspective of applicable norms and rules. This method is particularly suitable for analyzing 
how international legal instruments, such as the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law 
of the Sea (UNCLOS), are adopted and implemented within Indonesia's national legal 
framework to address the Natuna Sea dispute. By focusing on doctrinal analysis, the study 
evaluates the congruence between international obligations and domestic enactments, 
ensuring a comprehensive understanding of jurisdictional sovereignty in maritime conflicts. 

The research utilizes primary, secondary, and tertiary legal materials. Primary sources 
include national laws such as Law Number 5 of 1983 on Indonesia's Exclusive Economic Zone 
(EEZ) and international treaties like UNCLOS 1982. Secondary sources encompass academic 
literature, scholarly journal articles, maritime law textbooks, and prior research relevant to the 
Indonesia-China Natuna Sea dispute. Tertiary sources, such as legal dictionaries and 
international law encyclopedias, serve as supplementary tools to enhance conceptual clarity 
and provide contextual depth. 

Data collection is conducted through library research, involving the systematic review 
of legal documents, international tribunal rulings, government reports, and pertinent 
academic literature. This process includes both printed and digital sources, encompassing 
online-accessible scholarly journals and databases, to ensure a thorough and up-to-date 
compilation of information. 

Data analysis adopts a qualitative method using descriptive-analytic techniques, which 
involve describing, interpreting, and analyzing international legal provisions and their real-
world applications. The study highlights Indonesia's exercise of sovereign jurisdiction in the 
Natuna Sea dispute, comparing it with practices in other countries as a comparative case 
study. This technique incorporates deductive reasoning, drawing generalizations from 
normative stipulations and empirical legal facts to formulate coherent conclusions. 

The primary objectives of this research are to gain an in-depth understanding of a 
sovereign state's jurisdictional authority over the Natuna Sea dispute between Indonesia and 
China, and to identify normative and practical obstacles in enforcing international law. By 
doing so, the findings aim to contribute to the development of more effective national 
maritime policies aligned with international standards. This approach not only elucidates the 
legal underpinnings of the dispute but also informs policy recommendations for sustainable 
resolution, potentially influencing diplomatic strategies and regional cooperation in the Indo-
Pacific. Ultimately, the research underscores the interplay between global norms and national 
implementation, fostering scholarly discourse on maritime governance and conflict 
prevention.(Yanto et al., 2023) 
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RESULTS AND DISCCUSION 
The discourse on international maritime law must commence with an examination of 
humanity's utilization of the seas throughout history. Oceans have served multifaceted roles, 
functioning as indispensable resources for human sustenance and progress. Primarily, seas 
constitute a vital source of natural resources, encompassing fisheries, minerals, and 
hydrocarbons that underpin global economies. Secondly, they facilitate transportation and 
trade routes, enabling the movement of goods across continents and fostering economic 
interdependence. Thirdly, oceans play a crucial ecological role by regulating Earth's 
temperature and atmospheric circulation through ocean currents and water evaporation, 
thereby influencing climate patterns worldwide. Fourthly, they represent high-value economic 
destinations for tourism, attracting millions of visitors annually and generating substantial 
revenue. Lastly, seas often assume strategic significance for national defense, serving as 
arenas for military projection and geopolitical maneuvering. These diverse functions 
underscore the seas' centrality to human civilization, yet they also engender complexities in 
governance and allocation, necessitating robust legal frameworks. 

The evolution of modern international maritime law has been rapid and inclusive, 
involving nations across the globe in its development. Maritime disputes, defined as conflicts 
arising from divergent interests, opinions, or claims between two or more parties, exemplify 
the challenges inherent in this domain. International conflicts frequently involve multiple 
states, where disagreements over the necessity or application of obligatory agreements 
precipitate broader tensions. Such disputes are not merely bilateral but often multilateral, 
implicating regional stability and global norms. For instance, ambiguities in territorial status 
and national boundaries often trigger conflicts or resolutions among neighboring or 
contending states. Each nation employs distinct principles to delineate territorial limits and 
continental shelves, potentially leading to territorial or border disputes. Uncertain and 
overlapping demarcations exacerbate these issues, as neighboring countries engage in 
protracted disagreements, exemplified by the ongoing rivalries in the South China Sea. 
Central to understanding these dynamics is the concept of state sovereignty, a foundational 
doctrine in international relations. Scholars such as Jean Bodin and George Jellinek have 
profoundly shaped this notion. Bodin, one of the doctrine's pioneers, defined sovereignty as 
the absolute power over citizens and subjects, with the state's law definitively determined by 
its supervisory authority. Jellinek complemented this by emphasizing sovereignty as the 
supreme legal authority within a state's territory, encompassing both internal and external 
dimensions. These perspectives highlight sovereignty as the bedrock of statehood, enabling 
nations to exercise control over their domains without external interference. In the maritime 
context, sovereignty extends to the rights to exploit natural resources within designated 
zones, termed sovereign rights. Areas such as the contiguous zone, exclusive economic zone 
(EEZ), and continental shelf are recognized as sovereign domains, where coastal states hold 
primacy.(Pajrin et al., 2024) 

This research affirms a state's sovereign rights over its EEZ, as enshrined in Indonesia's 
Law Number 5 of 1983. The Indonesian government enacted legislation on December 31, 
1985, ratifying the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Law of the Sea and subsequently 
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updating it with the 1982 UNCLOS. The UNCLOS 1982 comprehensively regulates a state's 
sovereign rights over its maritime territories, providing a structured framework for 
delimitation and resource management. Article 33, paragraph 1(a) and (b), stipulates that 
coastal states may exercise control over a contiguous zone adjacent to their territorial sea. 
Paragraph 2 of the same article limits this zone to 24 nautical miles from the baseline. 
Furthermore, Article 56, paragraph 1(a), asserts that in the EEZ, the coastal state possesses 
sovereign rights to explore, exploit, conserve, and manage the natural resources of the 
waters, seabed, and subsoil, as well as to harness energy from currents, winds, and tides. 
Article 57 restricts the EEZ to 200 nautical miles from the baseline. Additionally, Article 76, 
paragraph 1, defines the continental shelf as encompassing the seabed and subsoil beyond 
the territorial sea, extending to the outer edge of the continental margin or up to 200 nautical 
miles from the baseline.These provisions in the UNCLOS unequivocally affirm a state's 
sovereign rights over its maritime areas. The boundaries delineated therein have been ratified 
and recognized by all states adhering to the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of 
the Sea. In Indonesia's context, these rights are further reinforced by Law Number 5 of 1983 
concerning the Indonesian Exclusive Economic Zone. Article 4, paragraph 1(a), of this law 
states that the Republic of Indonesia holds sovereign rights to explore, exploit, manage, and 
conserve the living and non-living natural resources of the seabed, subsoil, and superjacent 
waters, as well as to produce energy from currents, winds, and tides. Article 5, paragraph 1, 
elaborates that, without prejudice to Article 4, paragraph 2, any individual or entity conducting 
exploration, exploitation, or other economic activities, such as energy production, within 
Indonesia's EEZ must obtain permission from the Indonesian government or enter into an 
international agreement therewith.(Chirsty & Budianto, 2021) 

The EEZ is characterized as a sovereign domain rather than territorial, implying that 
while Indonesia retains primary rights, other states may utilize its resources with permission, 
as outlined above. The Northern Natuna Sea is explicitly part of Indonesia's Exclusive 
Economic Zone, pursuant to the 1982 UNCLOS, ratified through Law Number 17 of 1985. 
Consequently, Indonesia is entitled to explore, exploit, conserve, and manage the living and 
non-living natural resources of the seabed, subsoil, and overlying waters, including the 
generation of energy from currents, winds, and tides. This legal framework ensures that 
Indonesia's maritime interests are safeguarded against encroachments, particularly in 
contested areas like the Natuna Islands, where overlapping claims with China have intensified 
scrutiny. To delve deeper, the historical utilization of seas has shaped the imperatives for 
international maritime law. As a source of natural resources, oceans provide sustenance for 
billions, with fisheries alone supporting livelihoods and food security. Transportationally, seas 
enable global trade, with major shipping lanes carrying a significant portion of international 
commerce. Ecologically, they mitigate climate change by absorbing carbon dioxide and 
regulating weather systems. Touristically, coastal areas attract economic investments, while 
strategically, they offer vantage points for defense and surveillance. These roles have 
necessitated the codification of rules to prevent overexploitation and conflict, leading to the 
evolution from customary practices to treaty-based regimes.(Maatiri et al., 2023) 
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Maritime disputes, as conflicts rooted in competing claims, often stem from historical 
legacies or resource scarcity. In international law, such disputes may involve disagreements 
over treaty interpretations, as seen in cases where states debate the binding nature of 
agreements. For example, the South China Sea exemplifies how unclear boundaries provoke 
multilateral tensions, with nations like China, Vietnam, and the Philippines asserting 
overlapping rights. These conflicts not only disrupt regional stability but also impede 
economic activities, such as fishing and oil exploration, potentially leading to armed 
confrontations if unresolved. The principles of sovereignty elucidated by Bodin and Jellinek 
provide a theoretical underpinning for these disputes. Bodin's absolutist view posits 
sovereignty as indivisible and supreme, while Jellinek's framework integrates it with legal 
positivism, emphasizing enforceable authority. In practice, this translates to a state's exclusive 
jurisdiction over its maritime zones, barring unauthorized intrusions. The EEZ, as a functional 
extension of sovereignty, allows coastal states to claim rights without full territorial control, 
balancing national interests with international navigation freedoms.(Ardila & Putra, 2020) 

UNCLOS 1982 represents the culmination of efforts to harmonize these principles. 
Ratified by 168 states, it establishes a comprehensive regime for maritime delimitation. The 
contiguous zone, extending up to 24 nautical miles, permits enforcement of customs, fiscal, 
immigration, and sanitary laws. The EEZ, at 200 nautical miles, grants extensive rights over 
resources while preserving high seas freedoms for navigation and overflight. The continental 
shelf further extends jurisdiction over seabed resources, often beyond 200 nautical miles 
where geological conditions allow. Indonesia's ratification of UNCLOS through Law Number 
17 of 1985, coupled with Law Number 5 of 1983, operationalizes these provisions 
domestically. Article 4 of Law Number 5 mirrors UNCLOS Article 56, affirming sovereign 
rights over EEZ resources. Article 5 mandates regulatory oversight, ensuring that activities 
align with national interests and environmental standards. This dual legal foundation 
positions Indonesia to assert its claims robustly, particularly in the Northern Natuna Sea, 
where China's nine-dash line challenges established boundaries. 

The Northern Natuna Sea's status as part of Indonesia's EEZ underscores the practical 
implications of these laws. Located in the South China Sea's periphery, the area is rich in 
fisheries and potential energy reserves, making it economically vital. Under UNCLOS, 
Indonesia's rights are unequivocal, prohibiting unilateral claims by other states. Incidents of 
Chinese incursions highlight the tensions, prompting diplomatic and military responses to 
uphold sovereignty. In conclusion, the status of the Natuna Sea under UNCLOS exemplifies 
the interplay between historical sea uses, sovereignty doctrines, and modern legal 
frameworks. By delineating zones and rights, UNCLOS mitigates conflicts, yet ambiguities 
persist in contested waters. Indonesia's adherence to these norms, reinforced by domestic 
legislation, fortifies its position, emphasizing the need for cooperative resolutions to ensure 
sustainable maritime governance. As global reliance on oceans grows, adherence to such 
principles will be paramount for peace and prosperity.(Rahmadhani, 2021) 

The Natuna Sea dispute between Indonesia and China represents a quintessential 
example of maritime territorial conflicts in the Indo-Pacific region, where geopolitical 
ambitions intersect with international legal frameworks. As a pivotal flashpoint in the broader 
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South China Sea tensions, this dispute underscores the challenges of balancing national 
sovereignty with cooperative diplomacy. China's assertive claims over Indonesia's Exclusive 
Economic Zone (EEZ) in the Natuna area are driven by strategic national interests, including 
the expansion of its maritime domain to secure economic and security advantages. This 
analysis examines the origins of the dispute, its implications, and potential pathways for 
resolution, emphasizing the preference for peaceful, non-litigious approaches to mitigate 
escalation and foster regional stability. 

China's enforcement of its claims over Indonesia's Natuna EEZ is rooted in a narrative 
of historical rights, which it employs to advance its national agenda. Beijing asserts a 
traditional fishing ground in the Natuna Islands, designating the area as a historical zone for 
Chinese fishermen. This claim is inextricably linked to China's infamous nine-dash line, a 
demarcation that encompasses vast swathes of the South China Sea, including portions 
overlapping with Indonesia's EEZ. The nine-dash line, originally formulated in the 1940s and 
revised to nine dashes in 1953, is portrayed by China as a legitimate boundary based on 
historical maps and navigational practices. However, this assertion directly challenges 
Indonesia's sovereign rights under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS) 1982, which delineates EEZs as extending 200 nautical miles from a coastal 
state's baselines. By invoking historical entitlements, China seeks to legitimize incursions that 
prioritize its economic and strategic interests, such as resource extraction and naval presence, 
over multilateral norms.(Pongoh et al., 2025) 

The overlap between China's nine-dash line and Indonesia's EEZ creates significant 
jurisdictional ambiguities, exacerbating the dispute. The nine-dash line, unilaterally defined 
and recognized only by China, encompasses waters around the Natuna Islands, leading to 
what scholars describe as "natural geography issues" or inherent conflicts in maritime 
delimitation. This demarcation violates Indonesia's sovereignty over its EEZ, as it implies 
Chinese jurisdiction over areas indisputably within Indonesian control. Consequently, both the 
Chinese government and Indonesian authorities have rejected the nine-dash line's validity. 
Indonesia, as a non-claimant in the South China Sea disputes, has consistently protested 
China's inclusion of Natuna waters, viewing it as an encroachment that undermines UNCLOS 
principles. The U-shaped line not only claims Indonesia's EEZ and continental shelf but also 
extends to potential gas reserves beneath the Natuna Islands, further intensifying economic 
stakes. 

China's characterization of the Natuna waters as a traditional fishing area has facilitated 
unchecked exploitation, with numerous Chinese fishing vessels operating freely in the region. 
This activity, often supported by China's maritime law enforcement agencies, results in 
significant losses for Indonesia, including depleted fish stocks, environmental degradation, 
and economic harm to local communities reliant on fisheries. Reports indicate that Chinese 
vessels, sometimes numbering in the hundreds, have engaged in illegal fishing, disregarding 
Indonesian patrols and regulations. Such incursions are not isolated but part of a broader 
pattern in the South China Sea, where China's maritime militia and coast guard vessels assert 
presence to enforce its claims. For Indonesia, this represents a direct affront to its sovereign 
rights, as enshrined in Law Number 5 of 1983, which grants exclusive authority over EEZ 
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resources. The dispute thus highlights the tension between China's historical narratives and 
Indonesia's adherence to modern international law, potentially straining bilateral relations and 
regional security.(Faindatul Muslimah, Wazi’atus Santiyah, 2020) 

The strategic importance of the South China Sea amplifies the Natuna dispute's 
significance, transforming it from a bilateral issue into a regional and global concern. The 
South China Sea serves as a critical trade artery, facilitating over one-third of global maritime 
commerce, including energy shipments from the Middle East to Asia. Its vast natural 
resources—estimated at 11 billion barrels of oil and 190 trillion cubic feet of natural gas—
make it a lucrative investment destination, attracting major powers like the United States, 
Japan, and India. Competition for dominance in this area is understandable, given its role in 
energy security, military positioning, and economic growth. For China, control over the Natuna 
segment aligns with its Belt and Road Initiative, enhancing access to resources and trade 
routes. Conversely, Indonesia views the area as integral to its economic sovereignty, with the 
Natuna Islands hosting potential hydrocarbon fields that could bolster national revenue. This 
rivalry underscores the South China Sea's status as a geopolitical chessboard, where 
unresolved disputes risk escalation into broader conflicts, affecting global supply chains and 
stability. 

Addressing such maritime disputes requires careful consideration of resolution 
mechanisms, broadly categorized into litigation and alternative dispute resolution. Litigation 
involves adversarial proceedings in judicial forums, where parties present evidence and seek 
binding rulings. For instance, the Philippines successfully challenged China's nine-dash line 
in the 2016 South China Sea Arbitration under UNCLOS Annex VII, resulting in a tribunal 
ruling that invalidated China's historical claims. Indonesia could theoretically pursue similar 
litigation, submitting the Natuna dispute to the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea 
(ITLOS) or the International Court of Justice (ICJ). Such an approach would allow for legal 
scrutiny of China's assertions, potentially affirming Indonesia's EEZ rights and compelling 
compliance. However, litigation often prolongs tensions, as seen in China's rejection of the 
Philippine arbitration, and may not yield immediate cooperation.(Syahputra et al., 2025) 

In contrast, alternative dispute resolution, or non-litigious methods, prioritizes amicable 
settlements through negotiation, mediation, or arbitration outside formal courts. This 
approach aims for peaceful outcomes, preserving relationships and avoiding the rigidity of 
judicial mandates. In the context of the Natuna dispute, non-litigious pathways are deemed 
optimal, given the geopolitical sensitivities and the need for sustained bilateral engagement. 
Diplomatic channels, such as high-level talks and confidence-building measures, can de-
escalate incidents and foster mutual understanding. For example, Indonesia's preference for 
peaceful resolution aligns with ASEAN's principles of non-confrontation and consensus, 
promoting regional harmony over unilateral assertions. 

Recent diplomatic efforts exemplify the efficacy of non-litigious strategies. In 2016, 
following the detention of Chinese fishing vessels by Indonesian authorities, tensions 
escalated with China's deployment of coast guard ships. To defuse the situation, Indonesia's 
Coordinating Minister for Political, Legal, and Security Affairs, Luhut Binsar Pandjaitan, visited 
China to negotiate. The discussions emphasized de-escalation, leading to agreements on 
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peaceful resolution to prevent regional instability. Both nations committed to cooperative 
frameworks, including joint fisheries management and the establishment of fish processing 
plants to address overfishing in the South China Sea. This initiative not only mitigated 
immediate conflicts but also laid the groundwork for long-term collaboration, demonstrating 
how dialogue can transform disputes into opportunities for economic partnership. 

Further diplomatic engagements have reinforced this trajectory. President Joko Widodo 
and Chinese leaders, including officials from the International Liaison Department, have 
engaged in talks to alleviate tensions. These interactions have focused on practical solutions, 
such as shared patrols and resource-sharing agreements, to balance China's historical claims 
with Indonesia's legal rights. By prioritizing non-litigious avenues, Indonesia avoids the 
pitfalls of adversarial litigation, which could alienate China and disrupt trade relations—
Indonesia's largest trading partner. Instead, these efforts promote win-win scenarios, where 
both countries benefit from stable maritime environments conducive to investment and 
security.(Ruyat, 2017) 

The preference for peaceful resolution is not merely pragmatic but rooted in 
international legal and diplomatic norms. UNCLOS encourages states to settle disputes 
through negotiation or other peaceful means, as stipulated in Article 279. Indonesia's 
approach reflects this ethos, leveraging its non-aligned stance in the South China Sea to 
mediate rather than confront. Moreover, historical precedents, such as the 2002 ASEAN-
China Declaration on the Conduct of Parties in the South China Sea, underscore the value of 
cooperative mechanisms over unilateral actions. By opting for diplomacy, Indonesia 
safeguards its sovereignty while contributing to regional peace, potentially influencing 
broader South China Sea dynamics. 

However, challenges persist in implementing these resolutions. China's insistence on 
historical rights complicates negotiations, as it views concessions as weakening its strategic 
position. Indonesia must navigate this asymmetry, balancing firmness on UNCLOS adherence 
with flexibility in bilateral talks. Economic incentives, such as joint ventures in energy 
exploration, could incentivize compromise, but require robust monitoring to prevent 
exploitation. Additionally, external actors, including the United States' freedom of navigation 
operations, add layers of complexity, potentially polarizing the dispute.(Yanti, 2022) 

In conclusion, resolving the Natuna Sea dispute necessitates a commitment to non-
litigious, diplomatic pathways that uphold international law while accommodating national 
interests. China's claims, though assertive, must be reconciled with Indonesia's sovereign 
rights to prevent escalation. Through initiatives like those led by Minister Pandjaitan and 
President Widodo, both nations can achieve sustainable outcomes, enhancing cooperation in 
fisheries and beyond. As the South China Sea's strategic value grows, such resolutions will 
be crucial for global stability, illustrating the power of dialogue in transcending maritime 
divides. Future research should explore implementation mechanisms, ensuring that 
agreements translate into tangible benefits for all stakeholders.(Ratulinar et al., 2024) 
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CONCLUSION 
Indonesia, an archipelagic nation comprising thousands of islands, is internationally 
recognized as a maritime state with immense potential, particularly in its maritime resources. 
Law Number 43 of 2008 defines the nation's territory as encompassing land, internal waters, 
archipelagic waters, territorial seas, the seabed and subsoil beneath, and the airspace above, 
including all contained riches. Maritime disputes arise from differing boundary principles with 
neighboring countries, exemplified by the ongoing tensions in the Natuna Islands between 
Indonesia and China. Peace in the Natuna region remains contentious, with Indonesia holding 
a stronger legal position under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 
(UNCLOS) 1982, compared to China's unilateral nine-dash line claim. The dispute escalated 
in 2016 when Chinese vessels entered Indonesian waters without permission, prompting 
Indonesia to rename the South China Sea segment as the North Natuna Sea in 2017. China's 
claim over Indonesia's Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) violates UNCLOS, as it relies on the 
nine-dash line to assert sovereignty over the Natuna Islands. This encroachment threatens 
Indonesia's maritime sovereignty and resource exploitation rights. The conflict's 
repercussions are profound: it hinders economic growth through disrupted trade and resource 
access, fosters global polarization by straining international alliances, undermines political 
stability with nationalist rhetoric, and burdens social relations via heightened tensions and 
potential conflicts. Resolving this dispute through diplomatic adherence to UNCLOS is 
essential for regional harmony and Indonesia's maritime prosperity. 
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