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Hh [ PR

— AT "B Mg ET PR R AR T B RO

N2k

LU 3

W OE: ‘LAzl E P, BRAFEEENREERAEFENNATRET
AL, BTHrhEFEHHIGER, FRT AFEFER, FEORAZLTIERELE L&Y
—# g, WET (BREBABFHEAY) sSEERYTIEMG, AERRT FamMrirnk
BAMNEL, 2 THREBZ KRBT EAMEREFFROGARLY, ZEREZAFRBESFBUERE
BHE T @ ERE G AR FIEG R, s, REE Y BHA XA G ERME, T+, &
SHh—iE L ERMGEARE, R, B4 EAERGES LR, b ESRBE T LT RA
WA,

KB (REBEFEFEENY) EFEFIHH FIUERERIE BHRFIENE

2019 45 25 H, WS vet iy, EPREEEEE (LUTRIFERE) 8 55 2 MU fn i
" (“Ukraine v. Russian Federation” ) $&7/RIGIHENE, ZEOREE M VR ve 2 B MAE 51
IRTTHT5E5 " (Berdyansk) | “JERHEIRS " (Nikopol) Al “MEN-RAi5" (Yani Kapu), [A]FE
OB B 24 255 22 E NG IZERH, g 2 YRR Wi 5 07 i A B N B AT
d CBea ElREE A (LURRIFR CAZ1)) 4532 45 (CAMUAHAB T TR R F A9 B BUR
ARRE ) o 5 58 4 (MR AL B AT XN RIAR M LS5 ) . 5595 4 (A EEMpT %
RO VLR 96 4% (& T BUNAERDILPENR 55 A E e,V 3R (A2) BH-L Az R
W, IR I A AP BE T Z BSEATHE /R IR it . @ R W, RSP R (A
21y 5298 4551 Fk (b) Wris M ZES G H|7b (military activities exception) , &1 XUy 1475 Y

w AERBUERZEEPRES LI AE . AR 2018 4R E A ARG TR “E RS W T L EE
VIR IREENIS " (18ZDALSS) S7HE,

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 39.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 22 —24.
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IR RG2S 5 i 110 500 S R, WA ARBE A REAL, Y RN, BT HELA S N E 2H 4 4 0% Tl I A
MR, iRREZ I SN, RIS R Wi B TN 1 o000, (R U o2 80y
X T 2 S E AT 1) B AN [ LA 2 R 9T AR BT B2 1% 3 (law enforcement activities )
MAFEFG S, AREE GBS, A B

T IRE AR 2006 4FFLE 2MRE (AZy) $E3H W, HEBR (A2) 55298 28255 13K (a) |
(b) . (e) WUFTARMEM s, HEFAEZ (OL) B+ i — WE e m Ry, Y H
e [l — DY F2 s Ao 4 5 [ B R AR DRI o o OV X A B AR SR O PG T Bl A AT
BE 0 [T 4 LTS AR AS IR 114 500 ) A 0 XIS, 28 7 ] S R e 7 T R 4 i 1) AR I
R SEEARIFTE R4 o

— “DR=MEMNRE" FHEEIHRIAE

BTN EEARF LR, 2018 4R 11 A 25 H, =5 v R AE AL T R TERY
L yg 2 BAERE A k, H AR T A 5 58 22 BRI s s, TEAT R 208 W] 2R %
Wil 2 AR RO A S 5 RR, HOEATARAE A 2015 AR s @ At HE Y (20 o s
I FESMH]) (the Mandatory Regulations for the Seaport of Kerch) AHICFERF, HART HFREIGH
52 5 T A LR A, © T 57D R 5 X0 2003 AR5V TH 4 e 55
ZNHHFUESR LY ALK SLIAT , 5B e e TN B2y 8 /INi @ A 15 0y A i AT 55 3k
EYRpRIT , AR LN BRI (AT, 7Emr S BOCE , A RS DA TR — Rk
7R TUBAY R E S Rk, SEUSHEMIRZE, 3 A5 Z0.© 5 e Ak E B
2R HTHLIIEC S T, S0 = AE W BN GA S Rdn i, oAb, AR B — s 47 TR

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

Memorandum of the government of the Russian Federation, 7 May 2019, paras. 26 —27.

®

See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 72.

® RIE (AZ) 55298 KA 1K (b) T, $EIESEISMR T4 297 4556 2 ORISE 3 3R A& Tk B sl e 45 1 517
i AR B RO G RIE TG 3o “HEM B 53" (Arctic Sunrise Arbitration) W, ¥ BE R BIH0, 7 BIAGE
HEBR ST 8 EACBUR sl B EHRERH G BT A POkiE g, BRAEi% S a8 T4 297 2556 2 FI%E 3 30N S ERAF 5
BE WA FRPIETES . S0 The “Arctic Sunrise” Arbitration ( Kingdom offthe Netherlands v. Russian Federation) , Award
on Jurisdiction, 26 November 2014, PCA Case No. 2014 —02, para. 69,

@ Z0 (hEMRE (e EEBFEEAY) 5 298 FEAHBRMEA ), fAe R I E S5 ER, hups: //
www. fmpre. gov. en/web/ziliao_ 674904 /tytj_ 674911/tyfg_ 674913/1270754. shtml, fx)5i/i[]f[E]: 2019 429 A 18 H,

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 12 — 14.

©® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Memorandum of the Government of the Russian Federation, 7 May 2019, paras. 12 - 14.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 71.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 31, 71, 73.
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i, RS BVREI =AR S T AE , EEET S 507 24 A E N SRR, BSOF H AR
AR [ 5 5 2% @

(—) FRINZHEFNOZE

BN, AREHEEFBUE (A1) 55298 2655 1K (b) TAE LR, BI3R S PR
PUCERW KRS, 550 2 RHRHUROR L TR R PEIE 3@ X, iR s i T Y
AW H—, KAZEHTE SR T S REALOUE IR T p R A E M s A M 2
5, RO ZE e PE AN PRIE R v C 2B A 0, T HER S AT o ® . 26—, XM
P S ASBEALSURAS T4 v 4% J5 O, PROARA Z M E 2780, JCHIER S| EH4E sh filsh—
TITRMIRRE . =, I NG AT S X o AU AEXT SR Z ., e % &
EAFA RGO B, NS TEA L T UE S B T — RS0 BRI, LR Y
A7 TR 0 ZE e Bl 5 PG Bl i % e R R

RFESTTI, REICHRER =0 H—, SEGMI AU S v 2 i L
2R, —BoR UL, WA T A S MELIBONE N G B RN, SRR RS P
[ FFLE R IR, LIRS TR, 1E I Z A 2B fie il T 2018 4 9 1 58 BUAE 2 7 Tk e 1)
AT MAIECAUES, HEIN I B EMAEA T e RS RVFIRES AR, K=, M55 g
PEdum T, PR ARSHEAT M Wik 2% TSRS T30k 8 /NI RS, LA R i o
O ESRAEAT AR, O Srin R X e d S B AN R B, AR ERAREF . K=, 5
VLR R B s R b, RPN R RGE SR TRy, S R © vk
JEFE ARSI B S MR TT B TR E M S 52478, MR HE AL T LR BT, A
AR RATEPOE T S o T30k, WREE SR G ST PR 15 ve 2 AR 2Rk % i i
B, UBAES] (A2y) 5530 4 “ FXTIE EE AR R ESE T RS BT A,
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@© See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Memorandum of the Government of the Russian Federation, 7 May 2019, para. 19.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 41.

See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 23 —24.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 63.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 64 —67.

©® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 68 —75.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 76.
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HRER (Jesus) WEEINN, G AERBERRY—MLOERY RE (A%) A
EXFERD, B (A) FH19 KB 2K (a) B (f) TILbs B T HAZERHEFUY HARE
31,2 N (A% AR M &, CAZ1) 55 19 455 2 RN i SE A B T B = 3l
i (R%1) AR FSE S R E NS E (A%y) WHTRS—, MEfEHE, HE %
R, 19 &% 25 (a) & () WUEXMNEMMAE T F 47 W ry o2, EENAE
TARCF A

RIS, REZFISIFERG ) . fdeiidr . CHLE R . gl el TR0 % B U
R ZE g I, (EANTR] T 25300 Sl ™ S S A B A e, 0 T T e o R T A s S o I o [
V. RFBF R eNIE . FRES ST A ES WA EES, IE—EaEN, K
AT 0 it [ E AR £ B ZE TG S AR JC s, AR F i MR IR T4 R s . Bl
an, (e) IWURTFIZE “TEMy FEva SHREUEM WL, IRMERIZAT o B SO FEHTE), Sk
BRAMSL, PUEMHARE: 2= RAMYINC ZRE /KRB 3. Ik, DUR A ARG H i i R A i 2
BB TERENFFATE TS5, RIGIERIE R, FBUZ A S EF G s f5h, a2t fm]
R IO EF R RIUNATEY #e5z, (AZ) 4519 &5 250 (b) U %38 3]
SMUTE=FEOL, RIATANSEE =G 3, W ERRESATE), AU A FE bR, =&
—YRr e EHEESPINT, BB EIACY (AZ)) 19 KE 2K (a) B (f) BUEX%EH
WBIRFI2E, BB ALOGE T T AR S5 250 S AR T o

AZ, PR RS ERE AT iR R AR PR RIE SR R — R LR
RS, W W RERI R, 5 I0r W RESRAMEES I, RO R O (Hi%
WRIFARGENEER SIS IEAA 2 ETE MR ZJaIritie, G shBiloby s s
BR 1 AR e R RIE , AR AR N2 T R A% [ X 50 198 2656 13k (b) TN HImAZ
DL BT BEE O 2D, S R KIS AU, RO DRI H Y 1 ZE 504 3l
e (B EZEE) A PRk U, A QG251 2l (9 AT A HAA 9 R A 1 28— 0y TR A0 119 42 4 42 ol

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Jesus, para. 1.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Jesus, para. 15.

® See Francesco Francioni, “Peacetime Use of Force, Military Activities, and the New Law of the Sea”, (1985) 18 Cornell
International Law Journal 203, p.205.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Jesus, para. 2.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Memorandum of the Government of the Russian Federation, 7 May 2019, para. 30.

© See Lori Fisler Damrosch, “Military Activities in the UNCLOS Compulsory Dispute Settlement System; Implications of the South
China Sea Arbitration for U. S. Ratification of UNCLOS”, (2016 -2017) 110 AJIL Unbound 273, p.278.
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2. EER R

FEAE LA, 200 BRSO RS R T sE, o HE R 2 B s ik 48 i 72 401
[, EAEYIEEH (Kittichaisaree) VEE R, P W 5252 2 0% i TR IR IE B 5 5 2= 1947y %t
Hilh iE, MAMULE RT3 (ALY FEIRE.2 fid (Lucky) EFWHAN, HRP it
LHIUEEAS VAL %4 A EF G s @ v .® S BFLAE (Lijnzaad) 355 W5 5E 2 78 >4 K
R EIRALT A BAE R .Y BRI, BRGRIAE HAEFR, 35 X MUARAR vl RE St 1 REAS Bl A1
NEFIESNAT N, (BREETERGEENELR, HiE— 220, BRI R b9 8 1 #
o, FIBr 5 T4 R AR S A T o N B R E X — 50 R S A A M el T R
PES PEIOLS, F Ik ZE S 0G sh o S [ R 5 AR 5 A8 T 43 IR LA X e vk e ()45 Sk ) o SR
M, A7 A Bl A WA UE B 4 28 T T TRI I 1) — KBRS 2 ZE R G s AL 1, Xt 2 45505 5
BIANHAERE Z WIS R R 2 —,© o\ A IEE B R S A3 v 5 w3k 7 T 28R Y
WTE - Ti%, 5hREPrZ R

3. HAREMRKMS 1Tl

B2 EEE AR PR, R WO T A E R AR R RN &, 3
FEAE SR BUE shibE B s PE R R O Hatt—25 00k, FE R RN S i30T s 24 2% 18 [ BR A T
. B RAAIERSCHE® FY L, REM SR AER S IR, N Y R AR — e
BT LA R BN, JERERR T eI WT 4 iU sl o e oG 7R B 2 3 [ NIRRT Ah, i FE R e
P2 BRI A2 BEFE B Z BT ARZE Fr i A 8 /s WIS i, Al R ERE S e A W 28R
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@ See The Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Official Records (67th plenary meeting) , Vol. 5, para. 81.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Declaration Opinion of Judge Kittichaisaree, para. 29.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separation Opinion of Judge Lucky, para. 21.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Declaration of Judge Lijnzaad, para. 5.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Jesus, para. 20.

©® See Myron H. Nordquist, Shabtai Rosenne and Louis B. Sohn (eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982 —
A Commentary, Vol. V (Dondrecht: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1989) , p. 135.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Gao, para.29.

® Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Gao, para. 30.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, para. 66.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Order of 25 May 2019, ITLOS Case No. 26, paras. 108 —109.
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Frahi PR EEE X, Hh RS RIE SIS 5178, BHETE L 2B s IR 2 307 K
IR T Ak 11 B Jm 3 D B 1 7 > AR A T 42 H i @
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K, BY—HALTGBIRES, DLZETAE 2016 47, A B R aA BRI Z A AL T 5 i 5Ok
W AL, A T 5w B B (W 2 AR WK,V B AT 30 (M — g 3@ 58,
AR b (7 A LT[R]SR R BURR . AE 2019 4E 4 H AT 5 v 2t IR P i B BRI
(' “Russia-Measures Concerning Traffic in Transit” ) e, AR GHLELZFAIN N, H 2014 4,
GBI FE PR R P B 2RE©

SRy, 5AZ PR 07 B S BOR A FI A, ALFE LR RO A2 B 1w E R P b
B 5e 2 — HEWR N 24 K507 ENZ MR, PN, S RU5AET RS
AR PRRE, B ENNITRE TR ELE,© BRI SNHR 12 J7 A F0RHT 52 POk T 20
BERBTENE WL B PZE T LREN, 20 NREMERRSCARPRMERZE, H
ZZTCREN], TTEGE LB SR E R F L2 MR, AT o d ik B R I Bk if
Tk BRI R ZR o T M e 08 e BN Bl R SR E S B S5 SRR, R R AT BE A ) T AR 48 B
AUEYE, F B E RAERA D R L GBI E , R BOE 2 1 45 R % 1 55
HHEET = TR, IR EYIg) “ARA A5 %” ( “ARA Libertad Case™) 1, iR/R
Ky (Wolfrum) JEE S5RMRE (Cot) WEETEHIRG K FEM B W b BTl , i 455 H AE
MG PR 2 A Y AR 1 s e, H BRI A R VRIA X 5, MR 57 58 B e 1 52
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@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Declaration Opinion of Judge Kittichaisaree, paras. 30 —32.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Separate Opinion of Judge Gao, paras. 30 —37.

® See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,
Dissenting Opinion of Judge Kolodkin, para. 22.

@ BRAERSIZIIIIREE X 1949 48 “ HNILIIAZ”, X282 2958 I T & 4 29 [ 2 18] & Uk 2R A o w28 1y

5. S0 A/RES/71/205, UN General Assembly Resolution No. 71/205, 19 December 2016, p.2,

See Russia-Measures Conerning Traffic in Transit, WT/DS512/R, para. 7. 126.

S, 0 2 24 £ AR AR B 1) BRI A B SR YRIA T R) , P E BT E M, hip: //www. chinanews. com/gj/

2019/01 —08/8722487. shtml, &5 ila)bst[a]: 2019 49 A 19 H,

@ See The “ARA Libertad” Case (Argentina v. Ghana) , Provisional Measures, Joint Separate Opinion of Judge Wolfrum and Judge
Cot, ITLOS Case No. 20, para. 4.
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(—) MR FTIERELL LK

SRS S, —Jrm, MRyE (AZ0) 55288 504 3K, X Fikbedh et i A E i
AL, I ik Be sk BE IRCE iRtk . 4R, IEWIRIE - MEPHR (Alan Boyle) #(H2Tii,
Sik ) BRI R 28 & 7 AL, TARTRRE A3 . © TRRE Y A i B BORIR T4k 29 M R &, W2
il FAFL E R R AR SO RS AR T IR i BEY “ %5 705 %” ( “M/V Louisa Case™) i,
TEBERCRG F7R , A AR 4 249 [ 028 29 A 1 08— Z0UFS TR, 07 254 R0 1) 5 90 a2 [ A L 32 P WD 19 2
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B A AL R T LA, SECSAU A S S AR EERT A R EE, BUEHZAU R
HAR KRR SE EARHE T 15 B S EE S il BeAh, ARG 5 v 22 AR OEAR S i BB AR [
WUBE S M B3 o VRN —DRRIPIERME, W A= TAERRAE R 5 D 2o [ A s N, Xk
FEHA 5 il A AR E A S RAE R

J3—TJ7 T, YREEAIF SR T A D S 2 A T O R R EARR AT, B R
2 WRINABOERE . 1551 5 AL SR 20 A COR AR I [ A R BT AL A S PR SR T AR R
TN, A ARG, WA RE 2 WS IR PR g e S i DAL B e 7 30 b 4G
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@® See Myron H. Nordquist, Shabtai Rosenne and Louis B. Sohn (eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982 —
A Commentary, Vol. V. (Dordrecht: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1989) , p. 10.

@ See A. 0. Adede, The System for Settlement of Disputes under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea: A Drafting

History and a Commentary (Dordrecht; Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1987), p. 37.

See Zou Keyuan and Ye Qiang, “Interpretation and Application of Article 298 of the Law of the Sea Convention in Recent Annex

VII Arbitrations: An Appraisal”, (2017) 48 Ocean Development and International Law 331, p.331.

@ See Natalie Klein, Dispute Setilement in the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (New York: Cambridge University Press,
2005), p. 85.

® See Tom Ruys, “UNCLOS Rules the Waves”, (2014) 47 Revue Belge de Droit International / Belgian Review of International
Law 7, p.13.

©® See The M/V “Louisa” Case ( Saint Vincent and the Grenadines v. Kingdom of Spain) , Judgment of 28 May 2013, ITLOS Case
No. 18, para. 82.

@ See Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels ( Ukraine v. Russian Federation) , Provisional Measures,

©®@

Separate Opinion of Judge Gao, para.22.
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@ Gilbert Guillaume, “The Future of International Judicial Institutions” , (1995) 44 International and Comparative Law Quarterly
848, p. 862.

@ See Donald R. Rothwell, “Building on the Strengths and Addressing the Challenges: The Role of Law of the Sea Institutions”,
(2004) 35 Ocean Development and International Law 131; Alan E. Boyle, “Dispute Settlement and the Law of the Sea
Convention; Problems of Fragmentation and Jurisdiction 7, (1997) 46 International and Comparative Law Quarterly 37 ; Shigeru
Oda, “Dispute Settlement Prospects in the Law of the Sea” , (1995) 44 International and Comparative Law Quarterly 863 ; Gilbert
Guillaume, “The Future of International Judicial Institutions”, (1995) 44 International and Comparative Law Quarterly 848.

® See Prosecutor v. Tadic, Decision on the Defense Motion for Interlocutory Appeal on Jurisdiction, Case No. IT -94 —1 - AR72,
para. 11.
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Compulsory Jurisdiction Risk of Marine Law Enforcement
in Disputed Sea Areas and China’s Response .
Rethinking of “ Case Concerning the Detention of

Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels”
Liv Met

Abstract; In “ Case Concerning the Detention of Three Ukrainian Naval Vessels”, the order of
International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea actually sets a high threshold for the military activities
exception. The jurisdiction of the tribunal was expanded by excluding the application of military activities
exception. The order of the tribunal is part of its jurisdictional theories and judicial practices, as well as
the Convention’s jurisdiction over coastal states. It also takes into account the inherent procedural value of
the convention’s compulsory dispute settlement procedures. From China’s perspective of the maritime
disputes settlement through negotiations, the order of the tribunal means that China may actually face the
risk of compulsory jurisdiction of marine law enforcement in disputed sea areas, and should enforce the
law differently depending on the country and the type of ship. China has to control conflicts and establish
a unified standards of marine law enforcement. Meanwhile, China must pay attention to preservation and
delivery of evidences in order to avoid disadvantages in the Convention’s dispute settlement procedures.

Keywords: United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea ( UNCLOS ), Military Activities

Exception, Marine Law Enforcement in Disputed Sea Areas, Compulsory Jurisdiction Risk
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