
INTRODUCTION

gn December 6, 1982. a conference of momentous import­
ance opened at Montego Bay in Jamaica. The plenipotenti­
ary representatives of the world community gathered to 
sign the Final Act of the Third United Nations Conference 
on the Law of the Sea and the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea adopted by the Conference on Ap- 
ril 30 of that same year.

This ceremony culminated fifteen years of labor of 
this great Conference and its preparatory body, which be­
gan in November. 1967. The Conference, in turn is the cul­
mination of a twofold revolution that has been shaking 
the world community during the second half of this century,\ 
a**«! transforming the structure of international relations.

The making of the new law of the sea. in one way or 
another, comprises all issues the world community has to 
face in our age: from those concerned with basic needs 
such as food and energy to the arms race, and including 
science and technology, communications, the "information 
revolution," trade, resource management, commodity policy.
and the protection of the environment. The "Law of the 
Sea" is no longer what it used to be through the centuries, 
or even millennia, that is, the law that governs ship­
ping. Today it is as though all issues were flowing to­
gether in the world's ocean, and the ocean has become our 
great laboratory for the building of a new world order: an 
order more modern, better adjusted to the real needs of 
our world: an$ order, it is to be hoped, more rational, 
and more humane that the old order that is disintegrating 
in hunger and violence.
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This, perhaps, is the historic significance of the 
signing of the Convention on the Law of the Sea at Mon­
tego Bay.

In this issue we shall review quite succinctly the 
major developments that led to the calling of the 
Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea; 
we shall give appraisals, from different points of view, 
of the Convention itself, and discuss the major issues 
involved. Finally, we shall try to project some trends, 
trig&ered by the Convention even before it was adopted: 
trends, we shall see, so broad that they are irrever­
sible .
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STATES WHICH SIGNED SUBSEQUENTLY
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Japan
South Korea

STATES WHICH HAVE RATIFIED THE CONVENTION

Fiji
Jamaica
Mexico
Zambia
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THE TWO SOURCES OF CURRENT OCEAN DEVELOPMENTS

fjwo dramatic developments, concurrent though often con­
flicting, led to the calling of the Conference.

Ocean development springs from the scientific and 
technological revolution that split atoms, spliced genes, 
and conquered outer space. In this perspective, the "ma­
rine revolution." that is. the penetration of the industri­
al revolution into the ocean, is part of the "Third Indust­
rial Revolution," as President Mitterand called it. Nuclear 
physics, space and satellite technology, bio-engineering, 
micro-electronics and its applications to computer science 
and automation as well as "informatics." and marine science 
and technology are the major components of this "Third 
Industrial Revolution" which is painfully transforming in­

dustrial societies and profoundly affecting relations be­
tween industrialized and non-industrialized societies.

The changes in the marine sciences have been earth- 
shaking: transforming our concept of Planet Earth and its 
evolution.

The discovery of plate tectonics and continental 
drift, fascinating as it is in itself, has far-reaching 
economic implications: For where the earth is rifting at 
the center of growing oceans, metals and minerals well up 
from the mantle, giving rise to new industries: the explo­
ration and exploitation of the Mines of Neptune.

The new understanding of the dynamics of the ocean 
floor, and the technologies developed to probe and verify, 
have also changed the oil map of the world: We know today 
that there is more oil and gas trapped below the oceans 
than there is on land, and we know how to locate it: far­
ther and farther out and deeper and deeper down.
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For eons, the world ocean was considered by human­
kind to be bi-dimensional: a road to travel, a hunting 
ground: the world’s commons. Fish was inexhaustible, 
and the capacity of the ocean to absorb the wastes of 
human civilization was deemed to be infinite. The doct­
rine of the "freedom of the sea" in the traditional 
law of the sea was based on these assumptions.

All this has radically changed. We think of the 
oceans today as three-dimensional, and its depth 
has as much economic interest as its surface dimensions. 
The oceans themselves have become a resource, which 
oilmen and miners wasnt to own as they own resources 
on land.

At the same time, the rapid technological develop­
ment and transformation of the fishing industry has 
undone the assumption that ocean fish is inexhaustible 
while population pressure, urbanization and industria­
lization have overtaxed the waste absorbing capacity 
of the oceans, giving serious cause for concern for 
marine life, from which all life on earth arose and on 
which it still largely depends.

Thus the basic assumptions of the old law of the 
sea eroded, and the law began to crumble. Coastal states 
began to extend their sovereignty over wider and wider 
areas: a scramble was on, to carve up the world ocean, 
just as Africa had been carved up a couple of centuries 
earlier.

One of the great impulses generating the need for 
a new order in the oceans thus was the penetration of 
the industrial revolution into the oceans.
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