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LEGAL CONSEQUENCES OF OCEAN CHANGE IN
THE SOUTH PACIFIC — OUTLINE OF THE PROBLEM

ITPABOBI HACJIIIKH 3MIH OKEAHY
Y HIBAEHHO-TUXOOKEAHCBKOMY PEI'TOHI -
HAPUCH ITPOBJIEMH

ABSTRACT

Global climate change scenarios are seen as future concerns, but this is not the
case for the Pacific island countries and territories. The natural sciences have already
built substantial knowledge about the oceanographic, geological and atmospheric
processed associated with global warming and ocean change. Nonetheless, deep
views from the social sciences, as well as legal perspective, need to be collected,
analysed and executed, in order to know what happens when the climate change
effects threaten the viability of sovereign states. Small island developing states
contributed the least to global warming, yet they are suffering the most from its
effects, while legal consequences of losing the most or all of their territory will lead
those nations to the threat of losing sovereign status in the international arena. The



Pacific Ocean, being the largest water basin on Earth, remains an isolated region in
terms of geopolitics and research. This article is therefore a modest attempt to collect
models and scenarios of the future of the Pacific states concerning their full existence
as the equal legal entities, but also to present some international law proposals in
this matter. Secondly, its goal is to sensitize European readers to certain issues of the
geographically remote South Pacific, which might eventually affect all of us.

The key words: climate change, ocean change, Pacific, South Pacific, legal
consequences.

Introduction

The attempt of this article is to present legal consequences of ocean
change, intentionally used term instead of “climate change”, in the region
of South Pacific. It is indisputable that changes in Earth’s environmental
system are now one of the biggest threats facing humanity. Albeit most of
the new weather patterns are predicted to occur in the future, small island
states across the globe are already experiencing some of these harms
nowadays. If the meteorological and geological predictions become truth,
loss of territory, and therefore sovereignty of the submerged states might
happen too. Energy choices made by the global leaders at both national
and global level can in fact mitigate but also exacerbate the climate threats
to the most vulnerable nations, being affected by ocean change directly.
Here needs to be underlined that low-laying countries, poor developing
island nations are totally depended on the decision-makers at the universal
forums level. Small island developing states (SIDS) contributed the least
to global warming, yet they are suffering the most from its effects. For
the Pacific SIDS (PSIDS) future climate change, expected by the Western
politicians and scientists, is happening already now. The microstates in the
South Pacific like the Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) are threatened
by tidal surges, coastal erosion, submersion of theirs atolls, destruction
of food crops, reduced potable water supply, and harm to marine species
because of the rising sea temperatures (Gerrard, Wannier, 2013).

The Pacific Ocean, being the largest water basin in Earth remains an
isolated region in terms of geopolitics and research. The legal consequences
ofthe potential loss of sovereignty or proposed solutions at the international
law level require further analysis and discussion in both academia and
multilateral diplomacy. This article is therefore a modest attempt to collect
opinions of the future of the Pacific states in terms of their full existence as
the equal legal entities, as well as to sensitize European readers to certain
issues of the geographically remote South Pacific.
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1. Ocean change in the Pacific

The Pacific Ocean covers a third of the Earth’s surface and is home to
about 10 million islanders. “Oceania” is not a legal term; therefore, it is
indeed hard to find its definition. Nonetheless, this is how the inhabitants
of the South Pacific prefer to call its home region, what in turn represents
its huge cultural and biological diversity (Hau’Ofa, 1944; Lal, Fortune,
2000). Oceania islanders, “people of the sea”, perceive the ocean not only
as their home, but also as foundation of their very existence, mainly in
term of migratory maritime sources, being tuna (D’ Arcy, 2006). From the
law of the sea perspective, the undeniable question arises when it comes
to the 200-nautical miles Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ). Changes in
climate affect sea level and contribute to loss of territory, relocation of
maritime zones, and general uncertainty and instability. In accordance
to the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS)
of 10 December 1982 (nevertheless ratified already in 1994) islands are
legally determined, as well as baselines of EEZs are. Such baselines in
turn are of huge extent, and are in fact disproportionate to the tiny land of
the Pacific islets (Jedrusik 2005). What should not surprise, is the natural,
almost automatic reference of the Pacific people’s sovereignty towards
the(ir) ocean. Such maritime connection, reflecting “Pacific world views”
(Hvidig 2003), is expressed in the title of this article, naming the biggest
challenge of humanity as ocean change.

Without going into non-legal analysis, the basic facts of ocean change
have to be recalled here. The ocean is now being extremely impacted
by increasing carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions
(GHG) from human activities. This in consequence causes changes
in water temperature, ocean acidification and deoxygenation. Those
chemical reactions lead to changes in oceanic circulation and general
chemistry, but also rising sea levels, increased storm intensity, and
finally changes in the diversity or even abundance of marine species.
From the economic security vantage point, it is also important to be
aware of degradation of coastal and marine ecosystems. Ocean change
weakens the ability of the ocean and coasts to provide critical services
such as food, carbon storage, oxygen generation, as well as to support
nature-based solutions to climate change adaptation (only to mention
coral reefs, seagrass and mangroves). According to the International
Union for Conservation of Nature: “The sustainable management,
conservation and restoration of coastal and marine ecosystems are vital
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to support the continued provision of ecosystem services on which
people depend. A low carbon emissions trajectory is indispensable
to preserve the health of the ocean” (IUCN, 2017). However, not only
the health of the ocean, but of people living there, by providing most of
the oxygen we breathe. Additionally, the oceans have absorbed more than
90 % of the warming created by humans since the 1970s. Unfortunately,
there must be a limit to how much the ocean is able to absorb, and
according to the scientists, such limit is beginning to show (Laffoley,
Baxter, 2016).

Although there is a common recognition that sea-level rise is happening
now, it is still uncertain by how much and how quickly the level will rise.
The growing concerns are being presented relating to sea-level rise; the
situation might have the potential to accelerate, where severe flooding,
drought and extreme weather will make coastal areas (literally whole
territory of PSIDS) gradually inhabitable. By submersion of urban centres,
overpopulated already now with a high rate of unemployment, migrations
of displaced people along with related socio-economic consequences will
apply (Nicholls, Cazenave, 2010).

Such global climate change scenarios are seen as future concerns, but this
is not the case for the Pacific islanders of coral atolls. They are experiencing
damage now. Furthermore, they are the world’s ocean change frontline.
That is why very often scientists and decision-makers refer to the Pacific
nations as being vulnerable (Barnett, Campbell, 2010; Overton, 1993).
The Pacific region is vulnerable due to three correlated factors, which are
smallness, fragmentation (three varied subregions of Melanesia, Micronesia
and Polynesia), and isolation. Its limited environments are indeed fragile
and ocean-dependent, becoming (or remaining rather) vulnerable to a wide
range of hazards. Those hazards are, only to name a few, both regional and
global: pollution, non-existent waste management, soil erosion, prompt
population growth and overpopulation on the coastal areas, especially capital
cities, internal and external migrations, foreign remittances and postcolonial
dependence on foreign aid, changing market prices for commodities, lack or
insufficient infrastructure at the Pacific harbors and airports (Siekiera 2015).

This unprecedented on global scale situation leads to putting into real danger
small island states in the Pacific. Especially four of low-laying countries of
Kiribati, the Marshall Islands, Tokelau and Tuvalu are projected to lose most
or even whole of their territory by the end of the 21% century (UNHCR 2009
and 2011). In order to give an example, one islet of the FSM has vanished,
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another one in Pohnpei State (one of the four states of the Federated States of
Micronesia) has split because of costal erosion, while two islands in the Chuuk
State have been submerged (Gerrard, Wannier, 2013; Kubota, 2001).

2. Legal consequences

The FSM and other Pacific counties' cannot afford to wait though. To
ensure own international existence as nations they need to, and already do,
sick for emerging legal principles, as well as to use existing international
law arrangements. As the ocean change effects are unprecedented,
this situation requires also unprecedented approach toward legal and
extrajudicial mechanism, both soft law and hard law tools, which could
become more effective in addressing impact of climate change.

Very existence of several, not to say to all, PICT, is endangered by
rising seas, which implies other biological, social, and economical
consequences enumerated in the previous part of this article. It has to
be noted that losing a part or whole of the state’s territory opens up the
international legal discussions of indeed myriad legal dilemmas. If a nation
without a territory can still be called as a state? Or does it possess rights
and obligations of a state, in accordance with the Montevideo Convention
from 19332? What about its EEZ, as there will not be anymore any baseline
in relation to which there equivalent nautical miles could be calculated?
What about the population of such submerged state, who would lose
(or not) their citizenship in a hosting country? What would be a legal status
of those displaced people? As there is not any international agreement on
climate change displaced people, should the United Nations (UN) draft
one and reach its binding ratifications? Or, due to over-fragmentation of
legal procedures, among which a vast majority are not fully implemented,
intentionally or not, should we stick to already existing norms? Is it better
to create more hard law, or perhaps become more flexible to customary law,
what in turn would require different approach toward legal culture? Finally,
as there is no such thing as universal sanction system or international high

' Not every international law entity at the Pacific region can be called as a state
in accordance with the doctrine. The South Pacific comprises of sovereign states, free-
associated states, and dependent territories. Therefore, the term “country” instead of “state”
when referring to the Pacific region reflects the actual and legal state of affairs. Thus,
another acronym was merged for the Pacific nations — PICT, being an abbreviation for the
Pacific island countries and territories.

2 Montevideo Convention on the Rights and Duties of States of 26 December 1933.
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court, could the injured PSIDS have any recourse for compensation from
the most polluting states?

The tragic situation of the Pacific island countries and territories creates
much than just enumerated above questions. The intention of this article
is also not to look for the answers, as leading legal scholars, politicians,
activists do not agree with one another. Most importantly, though, is
becoming aware of the possible, hence already existing, legal implications,
which might probably appear in the nearest future of Oceania. Among
many consequences disastrous of ocean change to the PICT, national
claims to maritime jurisdiction seem to be of a huge importance. Islands
face the dire prospect of inundation and thus the loss of their status as
states. Before that, the economic and legal consequences of sizing down
EEZs are losing jurisdictional rights over the natural resources, as well as
maritime migratory sources.

The Pacific Ocean comprises of about 25,000 islands, so more than
all other water bodies combined. Still, the definition of an island appears
not suitable for the upcoming ocean change, especially as the current
state of international law might not be satisfying for the submerging
Pacific nations. Art. 121(1) of UNCLOS states that, “An island is a
naturally formed area of land, surrounded by water, which is above
water at high tide.” Such defining features have in fact a significant
impact when generating extensive maritime claims to jurisdiction
(Schofield, 2009). It is worth here using an example, where a rock
cannot be understood as equal to an island and therefore is not able
to have an EEZ or any rights to continental shelf’. An island could
generate 431,014 km 2 of territorial sea, exclusive economic zone, and
continental shelf rights, when having no maritime neighbour within
400 nm. In contrast, if such island would be deemed a rock, it will be
incapable of generating any EEZ, while only “modest” 1,550 km 2 of
territorial sea could be claimed (Schofield, 2009).

Scientists, politicians, activists and legal advisers are fully aware that
UNCLOS was not prepared for the case of disappearing land, thus it does

3 Art. 76(1) of UNCLOS states: “The continental shelf of a coastal State comprises the
seabed and subsoil of the submarine areas that extend beyond its territorial sea throughout
the natural prolongation of its land territory to the outer edge of the continental margin, or to
a distance of 200 nautical miles from the baselines from which the breadth of the territorial
sea is measured where the outer edge of the continental margin does not extend up to that
distance.”
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not provide any provisions what are the rights (and obligations accordingly)
when the maritime components of Pacific nations may be lost through
the rise of the ocean. PSIDS’ sovereignty, as well as financial viability
(60% of the world’s tuna, which migrate through the Pacific EEZs) are
primarily grounded in the ocean. This very basic, and indeed crucial for
existence of the islanders, question of what would happen with the EEZ
of a totally submerged island nation was raised by then Ambassador of the
Marshall Islands to the United Nations, Phillip H. Muller. Here the famous
comparison of a Pacific state as “a canary bird of global warming and sea
level rise” was used as well (Gerrard, Wannier, 2013).

Sovereignty of the Pacific nations and their economic force being
enormous EEZs are two indeed important legal questions. But how about
the people living on the coral atolls? Public opinion, especially through
media, already knows the terms such as “environmental refuges”, “climate
refugees” or “climate migrants”. Though, those are not legal definitions,
which cannot (at this moment) be binding by any party, regardless if those
would be the hosting states, intergovernmental organizations (IGO) or
private sponsors. And even though the main global IGOs dealing with the
status of displaced persons, namely the United Nations High Commissioner
for Refugees (UNHCR) and the International Organization for Migration
(IMO), accept the use of the word “refugee” towards the migrants displaced
by the effects of environmental change, none of them decided to codify
this definition. Why? Legal scholars themselves argue that a particular
category of refugees is already defined by the 1951 Convention Relating
to the Status of Refugees, and therefore it does not apply to climate change
per se. Art. 1A requires fulfilling basic conditions by a person who can
be called a refugee. Those prerequisites consist of: being persecuted,
must have crossed an international boarder, and being unwilling to use
the protection of own country*. None of those applies to people from the
submerged islands.

Regrettably, Western analytics tend to forget that most displacement
will likely to occur within national borders. The international
arrangements and informal discussion being made on the highest
universal level are strongly focused on international movements, while
forgetting about the enormous territories of the Pacific small islands,
which maritime territory is in fact broad. What has to be added here

4 Compare Art. 1 A(b) of the Convention.
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is culture of the Pacific nations, who are connected to their land and
sea as their heritage, and do not see the threat like it is being presented
(and officially proposed in New York of Brussels). “We are a proud
nation of people, we are a unique culture which cannot be relocated to
somewhere else” said then Prime Minister of Tuvalu, Apisai Ielemia
during the 13th session of the Conference of the Parties (COP 13) in
Poznan, Poland (Barnett, Campbell, 2010).

3. Propositions

As it was mentioned above, little attention is given to what is expressed
and hoped for by the Pacific islanders. Any proposals and strategies
made by the Pacific governments and their activists should take centre
stage — in local, regional and global negotiations. Indeed very often in
international law the regional regimes becomes a sufficient, less expensive
and far quicker solution for the local problems and dilemmas. Therefore,
regionalization de facto and regionalism de jure’ seem to be indeed a good
way out from ocean change threats to PSIDS. Already now, the Pacific
governments (“Pacific bloc” within the UN) started to speak with the
common voice in order to be more heard out by the global powers. Despite
establishing own regional agreements®, indeed ambitious nonetheless not
binding, Pacific bloc engaged itself into climate change diplomacy, with
considerable success. During COP 21 in Paris it managed to convinced
states to approve the agreement on keeping a global temperature rise in
the 21st century below 2 degrees Celsius above pre-industrial levels (Paris
Agreement 2015). Forming PSIDS within the UN also formally helped its
members to command global stages in favour of the most vulnerable (Fry,
Tarte, 2015).

In the term of the new (and more suitable for the dynamic situation
of ocean change) EEZ definition, the Pacific states have come with a
submission to UNCLOS. They are also in the process of seeking improved

> The author intentionally uses such differentiation, as the Pacific is still at the stage of
regionalism that is region-building through less formal initiatives, while not yet at the level
of formally binging institutions, being able to execute the regional norms and harmonize
the law (regionalism).

¢ Only to name a few: Pacific Island Development Forum Suva Declaration on Climate
Change from 4 September 2015, Pacific Islands Forum Declaration on Climate Change
Action from 10 September 2015, Majuro Declaration, Pacific Islands Forum Majuro Dec-
laration for Climate Leadership from 17 July 2008.
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legal recognition of the zones during the complex and highly relevant
BBNIJ negotiations in the UN. “Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction”
became the topic of the international discussion and next it was codified
in a form of the UN General Assembly Resolution in 20177. What could
be expected when taking into account the Pacific approach towards the
common interests is the fact that PSIDS do speak with one voice. This also
does not involve conflicting claims to the neighbour states’ waters. They
prefer to opt for the “high seas pockets”, where the open sea should be
jointly used by the Pacific nations, while not being (illegally) overfished by
the foreign (much more technologically developed) vessels. Such overuse
of the maritime sources in the Pacific basin also applies to seabed mining
(D’ Arcy, 20006).

Law of the sea, as we have nowadays, is not equipped for dealing with
the enumerated above challenged of sea level rise or maritime limits.
Scientists, especially international lawyers, consider applying stable
baselines instead of ambulatory ones, which would contribute to combat
losing territory by the submerged islands, relocation of maritime zones,
and the general uncertainty and instability in the world order (Busch,
2018; Caron, 2009; Schofield, 2009; et al). As a costal state enjoys various
degrees of sovereignty, drawn based on a criterion measured from the
baselines, it is all now up from two provisions from UNCLOS: marked
low-water lines, and charts officially recognize by the costal state®. This
means that baselines will shift due to the normal costal realignments, and
therefore are called as ambulatory baselines, while the maritime zones as
shifting ones. This is not for the benefit of the Pacific submerging islands.
Stable baseline along with recognition of the most favourable charts seem
to be one of the legal responses on this problem.

Very often the propositions of the amendments of the contemporary legal
regime, or at least its annexation, are putting forward (Gerrard, Wannier,
2013; Warner, Schofield, 2012; et al). This also applies for creating a new
category of environmental refugees, who now were named as “climate

7 The full title being: International legally binding instrument under the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea on the conservation and sustainable use of
marine biological diversity of areas beyond national jurisdiction of 24 December 2017
(A/72/L.7).

8 Art. 5 of UNCLOS states: “Except where otherwise provided in this Convention, the
normal baseline for measuring the breadth of the territorial sea is the low-water line along
the coast as marked on large-scale charts officially recognized by the coastal State”.
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change displacement persons” (CCDP)’. Nonetheless, there is an essential
legal gap in relation to CCDP, as even the main international instrument for
addressing the effects of climate change — the United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) from 1992 — leaves it aside.
Also, would establishing a single, multilateral international agreement
solve this gap? Here opinions are divided too. Any internationally binding
treaty in order to become valid needs its ratification to be made. Instead we
can observe the enormous lack of political will by the states to voluntarily
put on themselves more burden streaming from another treaty. The single
process of negotiation, drafting, signing, and internal implementation to
national legal systems takes a while, while the submerging Pacific states
cannot wait that long, with no guarantee of success. Thus, there is another
way of the doctrine within international law of customary practice and
adjusting the already existing norms to new case situations.

The nation ex situ is likewise another aspect of changing the doctrinal,
traditional approach to territorialized state, in accordance with the
Montevideo Convention. So-called deterritorialized states, outside their
primary place of existence (ex situ) are able to maintain their heritage and
remain an equal partner on the international arena, while not losing its
indeed vital position as a sovereign state (Burkett, 2011; Rayfuse, 2010).
Such new category of international personality would also need recognized
international legitimacy.

Conclusions

The article presented an outline of the indeed varied, multidisciplinary
and multilayer consequences of ocean change concerning the South Pacific
island states. The legal dilemmas can be stored into three main groups:
those relating to the theoretical approach to sovereignty of the submerged
states; international legal and economic consequences of diminution
or final deprivation of the exclusive economic zones, and finally a legal
status of the people forced to leave their places of residence due to the
rising sea level. Both scholars, politicians and activists, at the regional

° This term, however, is not a legal term, as even the International Organization for
Migration (IOM) does not use it in its latest legal mechanism. Compare: Implementation
of the Workplan of the Task Force on Displacement under the Warsaw International Mech-
anism for Loss and Damage: Mapping Human Mobility (Migration, Displacement and
Planned Relocation) and Climate Change in International Processes, Policies and Legal
Frameworks from 2018.
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and global lever put together arguments, albeit mostly incompatible ones.
For some the best way to adjust the contemporary state of international
law is to draft a new multilateral treaty, while others prefer to rely on soft
law tools, such as diplomacy, customary norms and different, that is more
flexible and open, approach. What is lacking is the Pacific vantage point,
which in fact should be taken into consideration at the very first place.
The propositions, scenarios and legal drafts have to be analysed, approved
and implemented by the PICT governments and their citizens in order to
become fully successful. The (legal) future of Oceania can eventually be
relevant to other low-laying coastal areas worldwide. Being a canary bird
of global warming and ocean change, PICT’s dramatic situation should not
leave impassive other global actors in the international arena.
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AHOTANIS

Ciexiepa H. Ilpasosi nacnioku smin oxeany y Iligoenno-Tuxookeancokomy
pecioni — napucu npoonemu. — Cmamms.

I'mobanpHi cueHapii 3MiHU KJIIMaTy PO3IVISAAI0THCS MEPEBAXKHO SIK TPoOIeMu
Maii0yTHBOTO, ajie Ie He CTOCYETHCS THXOOKEaHChKHUX OCTPIBHHX KpaiH Ta TepH-
topiii. [IpupogHUUNMHU HayKaMH yke HaOyTO 3HaYHHMX 3HAHb PO OKeaHoTpadivHi,
reoJIoriyHi Ta arMocQepHi MpolecH, MOB’si3aHi 3 MIO0AJIBHUM MOTECIUIIHHAM Ta
3MiHaMu okeaHy. TMM He MEHII, Ha TENepillHii Jac Bce e HeoOXigHo 3i0pary,
IIpoaHalli3yBaTy Ta 3A1MCHUTH AOCHIIXKEHHS y cdepl coLialbHUX HAyK, a TAKOXK 3
MPaBOBOI TOUKHU 30Dy, 3 METOIO BU3HAUCHHSI HACTIAKIB 3MiH KIIIMaTy, O 3arpoxy-
IOTh XKUTTE3ATHOCTI CYBEPEHHUX AepikaB. HeBenuki OcTpiBHI IepiKaBH, IO PO3-
BHMBAIOTHCS, CIIPUSIIN II00ATLHOMY TIOTEITIHHIO, aJie BOHHU i HAHO1IbIle CTpaxk/a-
I0Th BiJ Horo HachinkiB. [IpaBoBi HacaiAKK BTpaTu OLNBIIOT YACTMHU YM B3araii
Bciel 1X Tepuropii npuBenyTh 1i KpaiHU 0 3arpo3H BTPATH CYBEPEHHOIO CTATyCy
Ha MixHapoaHii apeHi. Tuxuil okeaH, Oyqyun HaO1IbIIUM BOOHUM OaceilHOM Ha
3eMJTi, 3aIMIIA€THCS 130JIbOBAHUM PETiIOHOM 3 TOUKH 30pY I€OMOITUKU Ta JOCIi-
skeHb. ToMy 1151 cTarTs € crpoO0oro 3i0paTu Mojeni Ta ciieHapii MaOyTHROTO THXO-
OKEaHCHKHX JIePIKaB 1010 iX HOBHOI[IHHOTO iCHYBAaHHS SIK PIBHOIIPaBHHUX IOPUANY-
HUX 0Ci0, a TaKOXK MPEJCTABUTH JIEAKI MPOIO3HUIII] 10 Cy4aCHOTO MIKHApPOJIHOTO
mpaBa y 1npoMy mutaHHi. [lo-mpyre, #oro mera mojsirae TakoX y MPUBEPHEHHI
yBaru €BpOIEHChKUX YNTAYiB /0 OKPEMUX MUTAHb reorpadivHo BiananeHoro miB-
nHs1 THXOTO0 OKeaHy, sIKi MOXYTh BPEIITI PEIIT TOPKHYTHUCS yCiX HAc. ABTOpoM Oyiio
OKpECJICHO pi3HOMaHITHI 6araronpodiiibHi Ta 0araToniapoBi HACIIIKA 3MIHU OKe-
aHy, Mo cToCcyrThcs ITiBaeHHO-THX00OKEaHChKUX OCTPIiBHUX JepkaB. IOpuanuni
npoOJIeMH y TOCHIKEHIN cdepi aBTOp pO3MOiIsLe HA TP OCHOBHI IPYIU: Ti, 110
CTOCYIOTbCS TEOPETUYHOIO MiAXOLY IO CYBEPEHITETY NPUOEPEKHUX ACPIKAB; MixK-
HapOJHO-IIPaBOBI Ta €KOHOMIYHI HACIIJKH 3MEHIICHHS YM OCTaTOYHOTO 1030aB-
JICHHSI BUKJIIOYHUX €KOHOMIYHUX 30H, 1, HAPEIITi, IPAaBOBUH CTATyC IONEH, 3My-
[ICHUX 3QJIMIIATH MICIsl IPOXKUBAHHS Yepe3 MiBUILEHHS PiBHI MOPS.

Knwwuosi cnosa: 3MiHa KiiMary, 3MiHa OKeaHy, THXHWi okeaH, [liBIeHHO-
THUX00KeaHCHKUI PErioH, PABOBI HACII/IKH.
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Cuexuepa H. Ilpasosvie nocnedcmeus usmenenuii oxeana ¢ IOicno-
Tuxooxeanckom pezuone — ouepku npoonemot. — Cmamaos.

I'moGanbHble CLEHApUU M3MEHEHMs KIMMara pacCMaTpUBAIOTCA IpEeUMYIe-
CTBEHHO KaK IPOOIEMBI OyIyIIero, OHAKO 3TO HE KacaeTcs THXOOKCAHCKHX OCTPOB-
HBIX TOCYIapCTB M TeppUTOpHid. EcTecTBEHHBIMU HayKaMu y)ke PHOOPETeHbl 3HAYH-
TeJIbHBIC 00BEMBI 3HAHNUH 00 OKeaHOTpa(hUUECKUX, TEOJIOTHUCCKUX U aTMOC(HEPHBIX
IIPOLIECCaX, CBA3aHHBIX € ITI00ATbHBIM MOTEIUICHHEM U H3MEHEHHSIMH OKeaHa. Tem He
MEHee, B HacTosIIee BpeMsl Bce elle He0OX0IUMO coOpaTh, IPOaHaIN3UPOBATh U MIPO-
BECTH MCCIIEJOBAHUS B 00IaCTU COLUAIBHBIX HAayK, a TAKXKE C IIPABOBOM TOUKU 3pe-
HUSI, C LEIBIO ONpPEAEICHHs MOCISNCTBAN N3MEHEHNH KITMMAara, yrpoXKalonuX jKU3-
HECIIOCOOHOCTH CYBEPEHHBIX rocyaapcTB. HeGomblire ocTpOBHBIE Pa3BUBAIOIINECS
roCyIapCTBa CIOCOOCTBOBAIH TNIOOATILHOMY MOTCIUICHHIO, HO OHH W OOJIBIIE BCEro
CTpajafoT OT ero mocieacTBuid. [IpaBoBbIe MOCISACTBHUS MOTEPH OONBINECH YaCTH HITH
BOOOILE BCEH MX TEPPUTOPUM HNPUBEIYT TU CTPAHbI K YIPO3€ YTPaThl CyBEPEHHOTO
cTaryca Ha MeXXIyHapoqHo apene. Tuxuii okeaH, Oyay4u KpynHEHIIM BOAHBIM Oac-
ceifHOM Ha 3emJie, 0CTaeTCsl U30JIMPOBAHHBIM PETMOHOM C TOYKH 3PEHHUS TEOIONH-
TUKH U UCCIenoBaHuii. [109TOMy naHHast CTaThs SBISETCS IONBITKOI cOOpaTh MOIEIN
1 CIIeHapHuy OyIyIIero TMXOOKEAHCKUX TOCYIapCTB OTHOCUTEIBHO MX MOJTHOLEHHOTO
CYIIECTBOBAHMs KaK PABHONPABHBIX IOPUIMUYECKHX JIHMI[, & TAaKXKe JaTh HEKOTOPHIE
IPEIUIOKEHHS [0 YCOBEPLUIEHCTAHUIO COBPEMEHHOIO MEXIYHAPOJHOIO IpaBa B 9TOM
BoIpoce. Bo-BTOPBIX, €ro Lelb 3aKII0YaeTCs TAKKE B IPUBJICUCHUHY BHUMAHUS €BPO-
MEeHCKUX YUTaTelNel K OTIeIbHBIM BOIIPOCaM reorpaguaecku ynaieHHoro ora Tuxoro
OKeaHa, KOTOpble MOTYT B KOHIIE KOHIIOB KOCHYTBCSl BceX Hac. ABTOpoM ObLIH 000-
3HAYEHBI Pa3IMYHbIe MHOTONPO(QHIBHBIE X MHOTOCIOWHBIE TTIOCIEICTBUS N3MEHEHUS
okeaHa, kacaroruecs FOxxHo-THxookeaHCKUX OCTPOBHBIX rocyaapcets. IOpuanueckue
po0OIeMBI B HCCIIEJOBAaHHON 00JaCTH aBTOP paclpenessieT Ha TPU OCHOBHBIE IPYIIIIBL:
KacalolMecs: TEOPETUIECKOro MOAXO0a K CyBEPEHUTETY HMPUOPEXKHBIX IOCYAApCTB;
MEXKITYHAPOIHO-TIPABOBBIC H YKOHOMHUYECKHE TOCIIEICTBUSl YMEHBIICHUS MM OKOH-
YaTeIbHOTO JIMIICHHS HCKIIOYHTENBHBIX SKOHOMUYECKUX 30H, M, HAKOHEI, MpaBo-
BOW CTaTycC JIIONIeH, BEIHYXICHHBIX MIOKHHYTh MECTa MPOKUBAHUS M3-32 ITOBBIIICHUS
YPOBHSI MODS.

Kniouegvie cnosa: usMeHeHNe KIMMaTa, I3MEHeHe okeana, Tuxuii okea, FOxHoO-

TuxookeaHcKu PETuoH, NpaBOBLIC MMOCICACTBUSA.



