Summary

STATUS OF CASES OF WHICH THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE HAS BEEN SEISED
INVOLVING QUESTIONS RELATING TO THE LAW OF THE SEA

(Contribution covering the period from June 2021 to June 2022)

1. Question of the Delimitation of th€ontinental Shelf between Nicaragua and Colombia beyond
200 Nautical Miles from the Nicaraguan Coast (Nicaragua Colombia)

These proceedings were instituted by Nicaragua against ColombisSaptenber 2013 with
UHJDUG WR D 3GLVS X \WinitaffoR Qf fhid boQrdar@s) i@twaek, Hn @k one hand, the
continental shelf of Nicaragua beyond the -2@@Qiticatmile limit from the baselines from which the
breadth of the territorial sea of Nicaragua is measured, and on the other hand, the contigléntal s
RI &RORPELD” % \Dedembér @0H3)tHe Court fixedd@cember 2014 and@ecember
2015 as the respective tidimits for the filing of a Memorial by Nicaragua and a Cousitemorial
by Colombia.

On 14August 2014, Colombia raissdHUWDLQ SUHOLPLQDU\ REMHFWLRQV V
and the admissibility of the Application. The Court found, in its Judgment kfak@h 2016 on those
preliminary objections, that it had jurisdiction to entertain the First Request put forwaickogdlia
LQ LWV $SSOLFDWLRQ QDPHO\ WKDW WKH &RXUW GHWHUPLQH
between Nicaragua and Colombia in the areas of the continental shelf which appertain to each of
them beyond the boundaries determined by the Cout$ Judgment of 19 RYHPEHU " DQG
that this Request was admissiblehe Courtfurther IRXQG KRZHYHU WKDW 1LFDUD
5HTXHVW ZKHUHE\ LW LQYLWHG WKH &RXUW SHQGLQJ WKH Gl
beyond 20(hautical milesRI1 1LFDUDJXDYV FRDVW WR DGMXGJH DQG GHF(
international law that determine the rights and duties of the two States in relation to the area of
overlapping continental shelf claims, was inadmissible.

By an Order of 2&\pril 2016, the President of the Court fixed 28ptember 2016 as the new
timeOLPLW IRU WKH ILOLQJ R 1L3eptehibdrnDly s thd ReRvhimdx @r D Q G
WKH ILOLQJ RI &R-®EmRoEA4L DM & aevmdtCountétemorial were filed witin
the timelimits thus fixed.

By an Order of ®©ecember 2017, the Court authorized the submission of a Reply by
Nicaragua and a Rejoinder by Colombia, and fixetul9 2018 and 1Eebruary 2019 as the
respective timdimits for the filing of those pleadgs. The Reply and the Rejoinder were filed within
the timelimits thus fixed. The case is now ready for hearing and the Court will hold public hearings
in due course.

2. Alleged Violations of Sovereign Rights and Maritime Spaces in the Caribbean Sea
(Nicaraguav. Colombia)

On 21April 2022, the Court rendered its Judgment in the case conceXhétged Violations
of Sovereign Rights and Maritime Spaces in the Caribbea(Nsemraguav. Colombia) It ruled on
the merits of the dispute submitted tooit 26November 2013 by Nicaragua against Colombia
regardingalleged violations of the sovereign rights and maritime zones which the Gadirt
recognized as appertaining to Nicaraguigs Judgment of 18lovember 2012 in thease concerning
Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua. Colombia)

The Court note that a number of the incidents on which Nicaragua d#seclaimshad
occurred after 2Rovember 2013, the date on which the Pact of Bogotae instrument forming
WKH EDVLV RfindhiH2@LR thad Mh&d/jurisdiction to entertain the dispute in the present
case? ceased to be in force for Colombia. The Cdust consideedthe scope of its jurisdiction
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Nicaragua that the artisanal Heymen of the SaAndrés Archipelago have the right to fish in
1LFDUDJXDYV PDULWLPH JRQHV ZLWKRXW 8 thatRodlobb{aMd RUL]D W L
failed to establish that the inhabitants of the 8adrés Archipelago enj@dartisanal fishing ghts

LQ ZDWHUV QRZ ORFDWHG LQ 1LFDUDJXDYV H[E@RORAREHBPRWRI
counterclaim in this respect.

The Court observed that ColomMtiarther contendedh its counterclaimsthat the straight
baselines established by Dech® 33-2013 of 19$ XJ XV W KHUHLQD, WhidhJ 3'"HFUHI
connect a series of maritime features appertaining to Nicaragua east of its continental coast in the
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ADGUHVVLQJ WKH GHOLPLWDWLRQ RI WKH 3DUWUBMY WHUUL
UNCLOS, concerning the delimitation of the territorial sea between States with opposite or adjacent
coastsprovides for the use of a median line. It recalled that the delimitation methodology is based
on the geography of the coasts of the two States concerned and that a median line is constructed using
base points appropriate to that geography. The Courttsglbase points that differ from those
proposed by the Parties and drew a median line using base points solely on solid land on the mainland
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In order to delimitthe continental shelf between the Parties beyondnaQ@cal milesthe
Court considered it appropriate to extend the geodetic line used for the delimitation of the exclusive
economic zone and the continental sheathim 200nautical milesThe Court thus concluded that
the maritime boundary beyond 208utical miles continues along the same geodetic line as the
adjusted line within 20D XWLFDO PLOHV XQWLO LW UHDFKHV WKH RXW
shel



