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What the SDGs Mean for Ocean Policy
- From Goal Setting to Implementation -

(3

Yasuko Tsuru

SDGs (3F#ErIRE AR EZE) 3. 2015 FICEERS THRREN - [R4OHREEE TS« ik
BELBARDAZHD 2030 FF7 V4] ICEEEN /=17 DBAZE (goal) £ 169 DE—4 v hTH D, ZD
BE14P [HFRARCEROLODEF - BFEEREFL2L. HRrREHICHATS] LT,
BEER->TV D, RIETIEET. SDGs DEBGEFHMEPB TS LT BA4DBEZETIREEE
EEAMIPEETHDIEERT, RIS, IW—IEHRTIDOTIEELBERN-IDHNFLRIE, EE
DRBEFEN,PSRELZTI 124 21 % The Future We Want B EICHASNDETHY), BHEICH
ELUTEEABAEERBENKRILL. EREEENOENZHM (BBNJ) DFEHFI/FHBSINDIE-
PHICHESTVWBZEEERTS, 2L, SDGsDEEREN. SENMBEREALEXTILTOEEL
Y—IWEBN DB EEBETIXAF Y VHIBEEHICERL, SDGs DEE. FlREMEHH TR,

*—7—K:SDGs. MDGs. ##enb% (FIFH). BBNJ., EEBERREASE. 714 21, EESHERAEL
BA%E&i (U4 + 20). The Future We Want

The 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development (the 2030 Agenda), adopted by the 2015 United Nations
(UN) Sustainable Development Summit, comprised “Sustainable Development Goals™ (SDGs), which set
17 goals and 169 targets. Sustainable Goal 14 concerns “Life below Water” the sustainable conservation
and use of oceans, seas, and marine resources toward sustainable development. First, this article
comprehensively overviews the SDGs and focuses on the effects of synergy among the various goals.
Second, goal-setting governance itself is not new. It likely originated in Agenda 21 of the UN Conference
on Environment and Development (UNCED). This plan contributed to the adoption of the 1995 UN Fish
Stock Agreement and The Future We Want, adopted at the UN Conference on Sustainable Development
(UNCSD), based on which the ongoing Marine Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction (BBNJ) negotiation
is accelerating. Lastly, this article discusses issues regarding ocean plastic waste and demonstrates that
the goal setting of SDGs can serve as a policymaking tool. Finally, let us consider the significance and
possibility of SDGs.

Key words: SDGs, MDGs, sustainable development (use), BBNJ, UNCED, Agenda 21, UNCSD, The Future
We Want
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Systems for Monitoring the Implementation of the UN Convention on the Law
of the Sea (UNCLOS): Focusing on a “Division of Works” System for Meetings
of States Parties (SPLOS), UN General Assembly, and “Competent
International Organizations”

BlT R
Eka Higuchi

ENEEEAEY (LIF. UNCLOS) BZHERBEENIE T LI LBITERD-HOEEEE
fhwish, ThETENOERRTIBEREICITPERIFEINTILP o/, KIETIR, &
HOEBICETIERETOIREETIAODEHEAIE [RNOERIRROILER] HETHD LR A
25Z27T. BITO UNCLOS ORIAFINEN L > 6 BEHETHDPICDVWTIREAERRT 3,

UNCLOS ¥, (1) EEEHBHREADEFE. 2) EE#EZECABERENEARK. EVWOFIER
EWARBRROREEARDHEEE T30, (3) FNHEBTHIHHWESH (SPLOS) K43
BHMEF. (4) BERSICHIBBEREFEMEET (review) £V EICEESHERROBEEBE L/
BENLERRRDOIBEDZODHEEET 3,

DED&S 5 EmRRLBEFE . ERROBREAETODEREFTENELIBEDIEVIEARESE
HHEEICERIREEVWIALB ISR, FHAEHDOTHZEFFMIND, AT EHHEREIEEAN
EROBTHIIELIVEWSITFLSIE, BITORRIBEAT G+ HERAEHR SN BP. hA T &
HIFFBEREIC I LT KD 5N B,

F—7— K EEFEEFK (UNCLOS)., fMHESRH (SPLOS). &MNDEHE. HWMEH

Since the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) does not make provision for an
organization to monitor its implementation, as is the case with multilateral environmental treaties, there has
not been adequate verification of the system for implementing the Convention. In this paper, we consider
mechanisms for sharing the status of national implementation of the Convention, summarize how this
function has been prepared and implemented in the international ocean governance system based on
UNCLOS, and present a perspective on the nature of the current system.

The paper shows that UNCLOS has two types of systems: sector-specific and comprehensive. The
former requires a deposit with the Secretary-General of the United Nations and collection and publication of
information through international organizations. The latter involves information sharing by the Conference of
the Parties (SPLOS) and information sharing and review by the General Assembly.

We conclude that the system for monitoring the implementation of UNCLOS is inadequate, from the
perspectives that the task of bridging the gap between legal interpretations and state practices should be
entrusted to treaty bodies. From the standpoint of treaty bodies as venues for political speech, the current

1 AL AT SRR 8 55480 Tohoku University of Community Service and Science, Department of Community Service
and Science
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Sustainable Oil and Gas Exploitation
- Safety Management Systems in the Yamal Projects -
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Mika Okochi!
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This study aims to examine the implementation of Safety Management Systems (SMSs) and their
development from non-binding soft law (such as recommendations, guidelines, and codes) to legally binding
hard law (such as multilateral and bilateral treaties) to ensure sustainable offshore resource exploitation and
maritime transportation. To achieve this, the function of SMSs in ensuring safe and sustainable maritime
transport and resource exploitation will first be examined through an understanding of their status in the
international legal order. Second, the pursuit of safe and sustainable offshore resource exploitation will be
discussed through various examples, such as the Yamal Megaprojects. Finally, the coordination and
integration of multi-layered norms and diversified actors in offshore resource exploitation will be discussed
citing the regulatory structures of the Northern Sea Route, which consist of treaties, non-binding
international standards, and Russian domestic laws and regulations. The maritime transport of dangerous
materials such as oil and gas is not fully regulated by a single, binding, and integrated legal instrument, but
through multi-layered means. Therefore, Health, Safety and Environmental Management Systems
(HSEMSSs) are required in the petroleum industry to achieve the safe exploitation of oil and gas by
preventing accidents and limiting their environmental impacts based on the SMS model. Thus, HSEMSs are
key to achieving sustainable offshore resource exploitation. In conclusion, HSEMSs could be the apparatus
bridging discrepancies amongst sovereign states, international organizations, and industries. Nevertheless,
under current international law, it is difficult to clearly define which non-binding regulations constitute mere
suggestions, and which could develop into binding rules. It is imperative to categorize international
standards and domestic regulations item by item through comparison with the international legal order-
making process. This is the ultimate challenge that will continue to confront sustainable offshore resource
exploitation.

Key words: Sustainability, Law of the Sea, Oil and Gas Exploitation, Right of Passage, Safety Management
Systems
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Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels
(Ukraine v. Russian Federation)
—International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, Provisional Measures Order,
May 25, 2019-

" mEZ!

Naoyuki Kanno

2019 £ 5 R 25 A. EEEFERHFT (ITLOS) &, 2018 F£11 B 25 HICRELAZMHICL-TAH
STHER - MBLTWEYISATOEMIELTORBEORMEG LI ERBEREL
AfglE. COITLOS DEEHBEGSER I, AMFTIE. ENEEFESEK (UNCLOS) 55298 % 118
(b) LB PEENFEDBRSITELEEE LT KBTI, ITLOSHEEHRBGSDRE R
MU= LT BEEMNFEBOBERICETSITLOS OEMRICAHRTEMAS, COHBOEREIZ. UTDE
BENTHB, £TITLOSIE, EEMEESEEPITESORFIEEEZR Lz, THHBITLOS X, (1)
EHTEOERE. (2) BRINZEREDME. 512 (3) HEONREVNI 3 DNDEREEETS
ZET. 2RREOFEEHERA L, £EZOHEER. EEOBMIBESHEFHCHZYTION . BE
MEEEDLS ICMEBTEIRNELEVOBBEICHEEDS, LALZOHKICEWTIE, EBENFEEE
HITEHOXFCEALT 3 DNERIZEININEEHISRINTOAE L, Zh®Z ZOHIRTIC I,
HICHEBINZIERIFEETIOTREVD, £EITLOS FBEONRELIE T 2B ICLELEE
EEBLEDST=DOTIREVWHEWVS RN KD,

F—7— K EEBFEFN (UNCLOS). ERRBHEFHAN (1TLOS). EXEMEE. AHTEE. 2014 £
17N

This article addresses the provisional measures issued by the International Tribunal for the Law of
the Sea (ITLOS) on May 25, 2019, ordering Russia to release three Ukrainian naval vessels and
their servicemen arrested and detained in the November 25, 2018 incident. In this order, ITLOS
mainly addressed the interpretation of “military activities” under Article 298(1)(b) of the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). | will summarize the decision prescribed by
ITLOS and examine the argument concerning the interpretation of military activities under Art.
298(1)(b) of the UNCLOS. The implications of this decision are as follows. First, ITLOS used
criteria concerning the distinction between “military activities” and “law enforcement activities.”
ITLOS distinguished these two activity categories by considering the manner of use of force, the
nature of national law applied to the case, and the context of the dispute. This decision also
concerns the potential consideration of the passage of warships as a military activity and how the
International Tribunal should address the “mixed dispute.” Conversely, this decision is problematic
in its distinction between two activity categories, as ITLOS did not motivate the consideration of

1 HARKRZ BB FR =5 B % Nihon University College of International Rerations
JEfa A H - 2020425 H6 H . B H 1 202048 H18H
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