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The ICP was established after WSSD and CSD 7 discussions on oceans identified a gap in 
the UN system for holistic consideration of oceans issues. Before the ICP, there was no 
forum within the UN capable of addressing the multiplicity of oceans issues and since the 
successful UNCLOS negotiations, the ICP has provided an important body to examine 
oceans issues. This is particularly important given the increased movement towards 
integrated and ecosystem based management in oceans management globally and 
domestically. The ICP is a body that is capable of looking at issues from a cross or multi-
sectoral perspective – an important function given that the ICP’s mandate includes a 
particular emphasis on identifying areas in relation to ocean affairs and the law of the sea 
where coordination and cooperation at the intergovernmental and UN inter-agency levels 
could be enhanced.   
 
The ICP’s ‘informal’ nature provides for engagement not only with governments but with a 
range of non-government ocean players such as NGOs, IGOs, industry, academics, 
scientists and other experts. The involvement of these other stakeholders has informed and 
enriched the debate and is a tangible example of the engagement of civil society. 
 
The annual resolutions on oceans and law of the sea have been better informed by ICP 
debates and outputs. It has also assisted DOALOS preparations of the Secretary-General’s 
annual report on oceans and the law of the sea by focusing a substantial section of the 
report on the issue to be addressed that year by the ICP. 
 
Issues such as biodiversity beyond national jurisdiction (BBNJ) would not likely have 
gained prominence in the international oceans agenda without the ICP. While bottom 
trawling was the focus of much of the debates at ICP, the breadth of the BBNJ agenda and 
its complexities led to the first UN meeting to discuss biodiversity in this context. Marine 
debris was another issue that benefited from discussion at the ICP. 
 
The ICP would benefit from a greater proportion of capital-based oceans experts. Greater 
attention could be given in the future to encouraging greater developing country specialist 
attendance. 
 
The outputs of the ICP process could also be examined keeping in mind what is of most 
benefit to targeted, useful UNGA resolutions. The negotiation of general outputs or a move 
towards a co-chair’s report for use in the informal consultations on the oceans and the law 
of the sea and fisheries resolutions could be considered. The ICP may have a useful role to 
play in reviewing UNGA resolutions and the response in the UN system and among States. 
 
From an oceans conservation and management perspective, it is valuable to have a process 
within the UN system that is capable of addressing the range of issues that the ICP does. It 
is also important to have a forum that contributes to coordination and cooperation at the 
intergovernmental and UN inter-agency levels on oceans affairs and the law of the sea.  
The ICP has the capacity to consider new and emerging issues, it is not sectorally-based or 
dominated, and it is capable of engaging a broad range of government and non-government 
actors. While there are issues which would benefit from being addressed, integrated and 
ecosystem based management of the oceans requires such a forum. 


