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W S B, 3 2 2 R b 2R e AR R B R O BB IR R A R S B . 1976 4F 5
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(D See Romania: Draft Articles on Delimitation of Marine and Ocean Space between Adjacent and
Opposite Neighbouring States and Various Aspects Involved, 23 July 1974, A/CONF.62/C.2/L.18, in Official
Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume III, pp.195-196.

@ See Kenya and Tunisia: Draft Article on the Delimitation of the Continental Shelf or the Exclusive
Economic Zone, 30 July 1974, A/CONF.62/C.2/L.28, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Confer-
ence on the Law of the Sea, Volume III, p.205; 7 E X £ B9 F 0 X8 T KBy Kk, 89 (1) A4 Fr (=)
A E K Z B WA R R A KR BRI R LA AT R, PR AR FER AT R ER
e —Jrik; () AW E W, A BB ERFERGHEHRM, @ F L TR X6 55N G 05
7 ., France: Draft Article on the Delimitation of the Continental Shelf or of the Economic Zone, 22 August
1974, A/CONF.62/C.2/L.74, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the
Sea, Volume 111, p.237.

@ FEXRBE-WMEEXFOLAFZIRM T MEBIMEERZ LB LK MARYEATREN,
YR F P R R R L, JEE R B PR AR R F L, B Um LK o See  Informal Single Nego-
tiating Text, Part I, A/CONF.62/WP.8/Part 11, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on
the Law of the Sea, Volume IV, p.162.

@ FEXRE—HBEEXE 7055 | A E A7 AR 1 B K 2 6] K JE 2 %1 R R AR 48 A7 R
W, 7E SR P LREE L, % R PratxFo, B thm L X % . See Informal Single Ne-
gotiating Text, Part I, A/CONF.62/WP.8/Part II, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference
on the Law of the Sea, Volume IV, p.163.

® FZHHLUBENE-—MBEXE _HrEQRANENLAFIXXTEREFRAMAEE
X At 4 & 36 % A & 1. See Revised Single Negotiating Text, Part I, A/CONF.62/WP.8/Rev.1/PartIl, in
Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume V, pp.164-165.

© X =TIV B A AZ S R F I & I B A T R R G X B KR K R K R A e
BN ER T E R, —BRFEANN, XM T ENRE EEEN; T H— RREENAN, LAREATF
R RERx L, B FRAERENRTXFHAZE, MR AN, £ NELZLNE KA
XAFEEHANE 625 FE T 4% 1 AR G2 ¥k R — L sk, B b e 8 AL
IR Sk B SRR B A ok (B R R R AR A A A FAE RN T, See Report by Mr.
Andres Aguilar M., Chairman of the Second Committee, on the Work of the Committee, 16 September 1976,
A/CONF.62/L.17, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Vol-
ume VI, p.138, para.46.
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© A 1978 F % £ H & VU], A8 45 Fo Al ) B K 2 6] o o R R AR K 4 B A E R ARG T
M,EtEWHERNG)AE, LE W &R EXA AT E MR R E A A ZEAN b+
B4R EERE T ERFRALNFRMN, i, tEHHEAEFERE LAV HEE 74 550 % 83
&1 BB TEE—LSUM—F  EREAN LG HAEN AR, AN X HEEFL T, AN
Bk A NP RN R R T IX — AR R AL e E B WO T TR U NGT7/2 A1 NG7/10, 7T # B 224
ERBEH, ETRRAFTEEHEERRMEN RN ; FH B 29MNE FR S, B AT RN Z A X
R FEWERTE, EHRTHT T, ETH TR - REZFE-—RENL, B8, EX— K L
TAEMZ 8 5, &0 LA & X F A0 M3 1 o S2 35 Hok L 4R 09 B R 2 DUH 4R B AE X S A
PRI AR R AR A A R E e B, AREREFLEME S, RFEFERE, BRTHE
# Tk kR 4EIR . See Reports of the Committees and Negotiating Groups on Negotiations at the Resumed
Seventh Session Contained in a Single Document Both for the Purposes of Record and for the Convenience
of Delegations, 19 May 1978, A/CONF.62/RCNG/1, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Confer-
ence on the Law of the Sea, Volume X, p.124.

Q@ wREMERANNE R E LB E X R T, MRS E PR, LR . XA UL
TRAE AR, B R R P 1A &R SR BE B A, JE R B A K KM B BB I L. See Article 74, Infor-
mal Composite Negotiating Text, Revision 2, 11 April 1980, A/CONF.62/WP.10/Rev.2, in Official Records of
the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume VIII, p.54; ¥ £ 48 1] 2k 48 45 89 H K =
] By A AR B I E , MR B IRk, AR BUR]E o XA B DU R TR U, B R OR IR & Bk % B
W&, BB MK X A8 BT A 0L, See Article 83, Informal Composite Negotiating Text, Revision
2, 11 April 1980, A/CONF.62/WP.10/Rev.2, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on
the Law of the Sea, Volume VIII, p.54.

3 See A/CONF.62/WP.11, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of
the Sea, Volume XV, p.39.

(@) See Article 74 and Article 83, Draft Convention on the Law of the Sea, 28 August 1981, A/
CONF.62/L.78, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume
XV, pp.187, 189.
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© BEBHEAN,LBEAFEREHATREUNINEEXN R, ER, WAFHFEHNEREHEH
MHHRE ZAXNE (CREHEADBRE ER DL X R0 AP A R A A ), CEL BT 5 7
% 92020 4E % 5 41, % 80 7, See Thomas Cottier, Equitable Principles of Maritime Boundary Delimitation:
The Quest for Distributive Justice in International Law 394, 403 (Cambridge University Press 2015).

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.92.

(3 See Article 83, Informal Composite Negotiating Text, Revision 2, 11 April 1980, A/CONF.62/
WP.10/Rev.2, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume
VIIL, p.54.

(@) See Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, ICJ. Reports 1982, pa-
ras.49-50.

(B See Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jarnahiriya/Malta), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1985, para.28.

© See Stephen Fietta & Robin Cleverly, A Practitioner’ s Guide to Maritime Boundary Delimitation
52 (Oxford University Press 2016).

(@D Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar), Judgement,
ITLOS Reports 2012, p.4, para.226.
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an Arab Jamahiriya/Malta), ICJ Reports 1985, para.33.
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(D  See Michael Akehurst, Equity and General Principles of Law, 25 International and Comparative
Law Quarterly 801(1976).

Q@ HZNEHE CEEXNFR——HXEEF/FhRE AN B #F ), o K% 1R 2005 £
JL, % 84 T,

(3 See Vaughan Lowe, The Role of Equity in International Law, 12 Australian Year Book of Interna-
tional Law 54-81 (1988-1989).

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf (Germany/Denmark; Germany/Netherlands), Judgment, ICJ Re-
ports 1969, paras.56, 82.

(® See North Sea Continental Shelf (Germany/Denmark; Germany/Netherlands), Judgment, ICJ Re-
ports 1969, para.90.

6 North Sea Continental Shelf (Germany/Denmark; Germany/Netherlands), Judgment, ICJ Reports
1969, para.55.

(@D North Sea Continental Shelf (Germany/Denmark; Germany/Netherlands), Judgment, ICJ Reports
1969, para.85.
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(D North Sea Continental Shelf (Germany/Denmark; Germany/Netherlands), Judgment, ICJ Reports
1969, para.85.

©) Faraj Abdullah Ahnish, The International Law of Maritime Boundaries and the Practice of States in
the Mediterranean Sea 386 (Clarendon Press 1993).

(3 Case concerning the Delimitation of Continental Shelf between the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain and Northern Ireland, and the French Republic, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral Awards,
Volume. XVIII, para.70.

@ See Case concerning the Delimitation of Continental Shelf between the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the French Republic, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral
Awards, Volume XVIII, para. 248.
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(D Case concerning the Delimitation of Continental Shelf between the United Kingdom of Great Brit-
ain and Northern Ireland, and the French Republic, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral Awards,
Volume XVIII, para. 249.

(@ See Case concerning the Delimitation of Continental Shelf between the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the French Republic, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral
Awards,Volume XVIII, para. 249.

@ See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICJ Reports
1993, para.51.

@ See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICJ Reports
1993, para.56.

(® See Eritrea/Yemen - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral
Tribunal in the Second Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No0.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.131.

©® See Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judg-
ment, ICJ Reports 2001, para.230.

(@ See Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatori-
al Guinea intervening), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2002, paras.285-290.
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(D See Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v Ukraine), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2009,
paras.115-121.

@ See Lucie Delabie, The Role of Equity, Equitable Principles, and the Equitable Solution in Mari-
time Delimitation, in Alex G. Oude Elferink, Tore Henriksen & Signe Veierud Busch, Maritime Boundary
Delimitation: The Case Law172 (Cambridge University Press 2018).
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(@ North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment,ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Vice-President
Koretsky, p.167.

(3 See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, paras.60-81.

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.48.

® ERFEEHAHERETXAEAELHN(EBIHIE)HAT"E -4 (KBELAA)EZE
EReAhaE RBLHINRIR, I EREXIFRERE AP R H#AT X —F&, RE T HHREFL
WIS, AR AR B, MARREE ALESTEBL T ENRAREENARLT
#5/AF . See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.55.
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See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.101.

See Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1982, para.70.
See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.92.

See Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1982, para.109.
See Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1982, para.110.
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(D See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area, Judgement, ICJ Reports
1984, para.81.

2 See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area, Judgement, ICJ Reports
1984, para.112.

@ #AX—AL BERERANCLAREHACHEE, TR 2—FN EEFEX 4
— HAERXNRA N EREANEFREBLNILEMES KB OFENHR L, X —Ff R R
VO T AL h A AR LR AR, (ER, B Rk A N, 00 A A e 6 4 R L 3E S 0 B AT
BLEANXALEGRRRARME XTI LTy H, RAEXALEWSE IR i E N
R X S By AR . B OR 7 ik, BT B R R A AR P R IR 2 R [ BT R AL, A
U] B 3R B 5% 1B B A T it R SR B AR A N P AR R T B AT, R A P LA B ey AR R 7 R AR A
N F . See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area, Judgement, ICJ Re-
ports 1984, para.328.

@ EAZY ERERAZHITEELABRSENRNRNE /8RR &, IEERRTER
GKEFTE. BE,XIFTHREGEMNERHIATE, XHHBAFERELNT HREAELRT FEHE
wbE S ERA G M EERENTRE R FE. See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in
the Gulf of Maine Area, Judgement, ICJ Reports 1984, para.218.

(® See Case concerning the Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary between Guinea and Guinea-Bis-

sau, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral Awards, Volume XIX, p.182, para.89.

© Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya/Malta), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1985, pp.55-56, para.77.
Rkl AL WIEF LT AT 192 FREH G AT KR E, I3 KA X — B B Ar A 7~
MRS S UL R N B AR, R R T B B & ok L — AR AU Btk gR T B AL K TR N TR
F B X Rk, A — AE T A E i LA % . See Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiri-
ya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1982, para.110.

140



/R BB R AL)E TAKAE 83 5N T AR T R 07 ik MBI 5 A i

H G S B BER | T EL 76 % BT AT AR 0L RN 0 T AR ©

PRI, 7 2 AR BB MR T , 255 00 A S 5 ML) f ) S e 0
TR 78 W B R AL SR AR A S o BB 2 o Pl U v
I 2 2 A 6 4y o LS B 0 28 A TIR 2 S B 2
T L7 FSE L 2 R R B 2 B O o O T Rl T o — i
B P T LS O O P B T ek T AR S X e
HETT P8 76 715 K0 TG SR 2 5 LT LL IR 00 . 50RO B A7 A A 1
ol

()W 2 050 85 W B S B A S ST

1./ S A U 5 5 90 0 258 1 1 A 00 U 4 2

VP SR T 45 I BRI K SO0 LA 4 S0 s
LU 15 B B A PR BRI 2 . 1993 AF A% s 2 5 i 75 4 5905 7 i S 2 31 )
T 1977 4R Bk KA R A ISR s CR R AL 29) 8 6 4 B T ST B Bk
M {37, 5 B AR B B B S B 23 T — MM R 2L« 28 AT AL
WL ARAR 58 2 0 K 0 R AR A T S W R Bk A 3 1
AR 1977 4F ke, R B 249 ) 258 B 5 A 0 MU0 S s T 3
TN T g He A B T8 2, 4 A 6 5% 2 i B 35 T L IR A 240 56 6 4
TSR AR 75 U Sl R 39 460 51 0 0 05 99 2 6 AR 10 T 07 52 X
17k PR 1 £ A S R L ML 7 A 1 4 5 A
AR A SRS AR R L ©

FEIHERI 2 1, 1999 47T 37 46 HLE AL T ] A8 26 726 /0 TP 33— v e ML 1
SR 1% 125 B RN B ML A 26 A 6 TR 5 2 I R 74— A
S 4525 B B 4 B T 0 A (A ) B 74 A AR 83 A B 1y
e DA

(D See Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya/Malta), Judgment, ICJ Reports 1985, para.78.

2 See Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya/Malta), ICJ Reports 1985, para.43.

(3 See Case concerning the Delimitation of Continental Shelf between the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the French Republic, United Nations, Reports of International Arbitral
Awards, Volume XVIII, para.70.

@ See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICT Reports
1993, para.46.

(B See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICJ Reports
1993, para.56.

© See Eritrea/Yemen - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral
Tribunal in the Second Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.131.
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(@D See Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judg-
ment, ICJ Reports 2001, para.230.

@ See Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatori-
al Guinea Intervening), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2002, para.288.

(3 See Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, PCA Case No.2004-02, 11
April 2006, para.370.

@ Guyana v. Suriname, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, PCA Case No0.2004-04, 17 September 2007,
para.342.

® 20074 BAnfr Mot M Hr A m#y b i A LT i S 2 Bl de ST &
FHW— RFIVEIL, BT A A R R 7 K I R e e 0 B — e R AR R — Al
& BF B 4" . See Territorial and Maritime Dispute between Nicaragua and Honduras in the Caribbean Sea
(Nicaragua v. Honduras), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2007, para.280.

© HEmEE e R AR R AR E T S EL B S R AT R BB Ok X e E AT
IR, U R 3 F _ER HLE ", See Territorial and Maritime Dispute between Nicaragua and Honduras in
the Caribbean Sea (Nicaragua v. Honduras), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2007, para.280.

(@D See Territorial and Maritime Dispute between Nicaragua and Honduras in the Caribbean Sea (Ni-
caragua v. Honduras), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2007, para.281.
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(D See Eritrea/Yemen - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral
Tribunal in the Second Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.116.

@ See Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, PCA Case No.2004-02, 11
April 2006 , para.243.

(3 See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICT Reports
1993, para.64.

@) See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, ICJ Reports
1993, para.87.

® X—BRTEFRGEEUFER TR0, T L0 RN T HEATHBEAT £, See
Eritrea/Yemen - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal in the
Second Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No0.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.132.

© See Eritrea/Yemen - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral
Tribunal in the Second Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.130.

@ “u R RS R R 7 ok SR M TR X I A 7 ok X R 89 A P 1 B9 48 % . See Eritrea/Ye-
men - Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation in the Red Sea, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal in the Second
Stage (Maritime Delimitation), PCA Case No0.1996-04, 17 December 1999, para.165.

See Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judg-
ment, ICJ Reports 2001, para.230.

(@ See Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judg-
ment, ICJ Reports 2001, para.244.
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(D See Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, PCA Case No.2004-02, 11
April 2006, para.242.

(@ See Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, PCA Case No.2004-02, 11
April 2006, para.243.

@ WHAHEHATRE-FXRT X FELXRNRE-NMEZFREGENLAER, REAFREN
HATWX R, N EAXRERAAGETEMALE N EREAKEZ B LA GERE NG, See
North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, para.98.

(@ Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen (Denmark v. Norway), Judg-
ment, ICJ Reports 1993, para. 64.

(5 Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v Ukraine), ICJ Reports 2009, para.115.

© FHATHL M EEBLXANREL LA CALIERR, BAALWXR 7 EH
[ . See Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v Ukraine), ICJ Reports 2009, para.116.

@ EKIIAT 20025 % X KRR E AT E SR A, T NEFERRZ Bk 3Ea b T/
AKX IAN . See Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria:
Equatorial Guinea Intervening), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2002, para. 288.
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(D Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v Ukraine), ICJ Reports 2009, paras.116-122.

@ 20094 FLRT/G R 2BENREFEAT MBI R ER FHLFAERTAAE —
BB, T 0 B B LR = B (2R 3F R = B 7 (three stage-approach) = # 2 L 8y 3k

(3 See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar), Judg-
ment, [TLOS Reports 2012, para.240.

@ See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
ras. 190-193.

(B See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgement, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
ras.205-228.

© See Maritime Dispute (Peru v. Chile), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2014, para.180.

(D See Bay of Bengal Maritime Boundary Arbitration between Bangladesh and India, Award, PCA Case
No0.2010-16, 7 July 2014, paras.338-339.
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HERABRRMEME . AW, SHEBE T EHTES WA THMR R 7 E 00 AR, £45EHFRL
T, —WHRESEE B L ENiE ] f &%, See Territorial and Maritime Dispute between Nica-
ragua and Honduras in the Caribbean Sea (Nicaragua v. Honduras), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2007, para.272.

@ See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Céte d’ Ivoire), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.289.

(3 See Maritime Delimitation in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua)
and Land Boundary in the Northern Part of Isla Portillos (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua), Judgment, ICJ Reports
2018, para.135.

@) See Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021,
p-3.

(® See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
ra.215.
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(D North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Declaration of Judge Bengzon (As Ap-
pended Immediately after the Judgment), p.56.

2  North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Separate Opinion of Judge Fouad Am-
moun, p.153.

(3 North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Vice-President
Koretsky, p.170. # 7| K Z 3k B AN, FE T AW d A€ F 55 &/ R F AN BEAF & — xR,
WA E G RO ES. R, EMm TR NN ERFE—FEEREN, BN ERFREE
A BB FEE, DN — B R F BT 3 R ok AR« 4 kB, T E B o5 2R 0B
WREEx MERE-—REERNE L G At BEdFREREN LAt FEN, ELREIRY
13k A Fr & K E 4 B9 # A, See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting
Opinion of Vice-President Koretsky, p.157.

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Tana-
ka, pp.196-197.

(® See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Judge
Lachs, p.222.
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(D See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Judge
Soérensen, pp.257-258.

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Vice-Presi-
dent Koretsky, p.167.

(3 See Fisheries Case, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1951, Dissenting Opinion of Sir Arnold McNair, p.158.

(@) See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICJ Reports 1969, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Tana-
ka, pp.196-197.

(® See Summary Records of Meetings of the Second Committee, 30 July 1974, A/CONF.62/C.2/
SR.20, in Official Records of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Volume II, p.163.

© See North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICT Reports 1969, p.3, para.74.

(@D See Malcolm N. Shaw, International Law 198 (Cambridge University Press 2021).

See Ian Brownlie, Principles of Public International Law 163 (Clarendon Press 1979).
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(D See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2012, para.317.

@ See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Céte d’ Ivoire), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.265.

(3 See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Céte d’ Ivoire), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.270.

@ EZEY ERERIAY, B TEASE LT AN RL R OHE TTT00EETR
MBI T By LA NG BT AN N, M — R FEFLE L TATH, £TX
WAL, E R kR X F T A F 4%, See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean
(Ghana/Céte d’ Ivoire), Judgment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.285.
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(D Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v Ukraine), ICJ Reports 2009, para.118.

@ See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, para.
185.

(® See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, para.
187.

@

See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, para.
191.

(® See Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021,
Declaration of Judge Xue, pp.2-3, para.7.

© See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, Decla-
ration of Judge Xue, para. 2.
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(D See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
ras.234-235.

2 See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, Decla-
ration of Judge Xue, para. 5.

(3 Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021, pa-
ra.164.

@ Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021, Sepa-
rate Opinion of Judge Abraham, para.11.

(® See Maritime Delimitation in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua)
and Land Boundary in the Northern Part of Isla Portillos (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua), Judgment, ICJ Reports
2018, para.156; Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Céte d’ Ivoire), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.425; Bay of Bengal Maritime Boundary Arbitration between Bangladesh
and India, Award, PCA Case No0.2010-16, 7 July 2014, para.417.

© See Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen (Denmark v. Norway),
Judgment, ICJ Reports 1993, Separate Opinion of Judge Weeramantry, para.182.
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(D  See Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021,
Declaration of Judge Xue, paras.14-15.

(@ North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, ICT Reports 1969, para.257-258.

(3 Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v. Ukraine), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2009, para.

@) See Maritime Dispute (Peru v. Chile), Judgement, ICJ Reports 2014, p.6.
(® See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
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(D See Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar), Judg-
ment, ITLOS Reports 2012, para. 499.

2 See Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2012, pa-
ra.247.

@ HEZEFT ERERBHERRN, XA ERXAFETENFAAREU RGN EES
2 /AF M, See Maritime Dispute (Peru v. Chile), Judgement, ICJ Reports 2014, p.6.

@ EZEF HEAN, X -WOAEITLE N NEE T EEH P AETERNFHE,
FERTRE TS B & LR ATt 7 % . See Bay of Bengal Maritime Boundary Arbitration
between Bangladesh and India, Award, PCA Case No.2010-16, 7 July 2014, para.497.

©® EZEFV HANQENE LR, ZRIKREN AT, ERH R E 481 BAE 527 R 1
R R % B AR WY 45 R OF %A R A AR 1T O, T % 7= & A -F 84 R . See Delimitation of the
Maritime Boundary in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Cote d’ Ivoire), Judgment, ITLOS Reports 2017, para.538.

© See Maritime Delimitation in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua)
and Land Boundary in the Northern Part of Isla Portillos (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua), Judgment, ICJ Reports
2018, paras.202-204.

(D Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean (Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, ICJ Reports 2021, pa-
ra.177.
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The Method of Maritime Delimitation under the
“Equitable Solution” of Articles 74 and 83 of the United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea: Value

Orientation and Rule Evolution

Abstract: The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea does not
give precedence to either the “equitable principle” or the “equidistance rule”,
but rather adopts the general provision of “equitable solution”. The shifting rela-
tionship and paradigm between equity and maritime delimitation law represents
an evolutionary stage in maritime delimitation jurisprudence. Influenced by the eq-

uitable solution of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, the In-
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ternational Court of Justice at one time placed equitable results at the core of its
delimitation rules, resulting in a highly flexible delimitation law. Later, the law
began to shift towards certainty, with a fusion of the “equitable principle/relevant
circumstances rule” and the “equidistance/special circumstances rule”, which gave
rise to the “equidistance/relevant circumstances rule”. With the addition of the
proportionality test, the three-stage approach to maritime boundary delimitation
was established. However, there are still many problems with maritime delimita-
tion, the ultra vires of international judicial bodies and the subjective nature of
the three-stage maritime delimitation approach, which will directly affect the“equi-
table solution” of maritime delimitation disputes.

Key words: United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea; equitable
solution; equitable principles/relevant circumstances; equidistance/special circum-

stances; three-stage approach to maritime delimitation
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